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GREEK INSCRIPTIONS 


The first two reports of inscriptions found in the Ancient Agora during the course 
of excavations by the American School of Classical Studies appeared in Volume IL of 
Hesperia, pp. 149—169 and pp. 480-513. Last year Professor Meritt presented one hundred 
and seventy-nine texts in Hesperia, HI, 1934, pp. 1-128. The fourth report, here published, 
contains thirty-eight additional texts. The inscriptions published in each year are 
numbered consecutively as of that year. A map showing the sections of the Agora and 
the houses (with numbers), to which reference is made in the following pages, may be 
consulted in Hesperia, I, 1933, p. 99. 


LAWS 


1—2. Part of an opisthographiec block of Pentelic marble, broken away at one side 
and below, and provided with anathyrosis along the preserved lateral edge. It was 
found April 25, 1933 in a Late Roman fill in Section Z. 

Maximum height, 0.54 m.; maximum width, 0.505 m.; thickness, 0.117 in. 

Inventory No. 6244 I 72 
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Figure A. Top of the new stone (Inv. No, 62441727). Drawing by Piet de Jong 


On one face the stone preserves a fragment from a law defining where the respon- 
sibility lay for the proper maintenance of the triremes and regulating the legal procedure 
in case of disputes (1). This document is written in the Attic script and engraved with 
letters suggesting a date toward the end of the fifth century. On the other face is 


a fragment of a sacrificial calendar (2) which is engraved in the TIonie seript and of 
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which other parts are preserved in J.G., I’, 1357 (= Prott-Ziehen, Leges Sacrae, nos. 16 
and 16a@). The new piece from the Agora does not effect a join with either of the 
two other pieces of the ealendar, /.G., IL*, 150%, a and b. Of the latter, fragment b 
(= E[pigraphical] M[useum] 286) 1s broken away at the back; fragment a, however, has 
the same thickness as the new piece and likewise preserves on the other side part of 
an inscription in the old Attie alphabet (but not the same inscription), namely, J.G., 1’, 
843, itself part of a sacred calendar. The latter stone consists of two contiguous 
fragments, now attached, EM 6721 and EM 8001. 

Of the original monument, accordingly, we have now four fragments, namely, EM 286, 
EM 6721, EM 8001, Agora I 727. (Photographs on pp. 14, 20, 22, 24 and 513)! 4 tite 
provenience of the four fragments requires careful consideration, EM 8001 was first 
recorded in the Museum of the Archaeological Society, but EM 6721 with which it effects 
a direct join came from exeavations at the foot of the Acropolis. It served as a door 
socket in a late or modern re-use, as the reader may see from the photograph (p. 22). 
Since the late builder might have collected material from any part of the city and since 
a good marble block for the purpose would have been worth transporting, the provenience 
of this piece is not significant for the site of the original monument. The fragment 
EM 286, on the other hand, came not from the slopes of the Acropolis, but from 
Dorpfeld’s excavations to the northwest of the Areopagus, as the first editor, E. Ziebarth, 
took the trouble to state.t4. In other words, it came from the neighborhood of the ancient 
Agora. To be sure the fragment was easily transportable, and the exact circumstances 
of its discovery, whether it was found, for example, in a Roman fill or in a modern 
wall, are not recorded, but at least it points rather to the Agora as the probable site 
of the original monument, certainly not to the Acropolis. The new block, actually 
found in the Agora in the fill below a late road, is too heavy to have been transported 
very far and definitely establishes that the original monument stood somewhere in the 
neighborhood. In the fill were other fragments of monuments that onee stood in the 
Agora. The road-builders took the material at hand. 

The letters on the side engraved in the Ionic script have completely disappeared 
from EM 8001, but the piece has importance for the study of the inscription because it 
preserves the same anathyrosis that we find on the stone in the Agora. Now, therefore, 
two large fragments are extant of a sacred calendar engraved in the Ionic script and 
exhibiting epigraphical characteristics of the period 403 to 367 s.c., both fragments with 
anathyrosis along the left side and both with an earlier inscription on the back. The 
fact that a different earlier inscription is engraved on the two stones proves that they 
are not pieces of the same block. Accordingly the original series contained at least 
three and perhaps several more blocks. 

From the stones themselves we cannot find any evidence that the blocks were re-used 
at the time when the sacrificial calendar was engraved in the Ionie script. On the 


1 Ath. Mitt., XXII, 1898, p. 24. 
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contrary, the piece from the Agora shows that the earlier document as well as the later 
calendar was cut with respect to the position of the top of the block. Therefore the 
original monument was visible on both sides, and, since it consisted of a series of at 
least three blocks standing upright end to end, it may be described conservatively as 
a wall. We do not know whether it was a high or a low wall, a long or a short wall, 
but the blocks are too thin to have supported anything much heavier than a crowning 
member, and may not have borne even that. Where the stones have not suffered in 
the late or modern re-use, they present a singularly unweathered appearance. They 
stood, accordingly, in some sheltered position, unexposed to the elements. We may 
conclude, therefore, that the original monument probably stood inside one of the great 
public buildings of the Agora. 

The most striking thing about the sacred calendar in the Tonic seript is that. it 
concerns itself with the old Ionian tribes, which were abolished politically but continued 
to exist for ceremonial purposes after the reforms of Cleisthenes, and which were called 
Vehéovvec, “Ordyrec, Alytndoetg and “4oyddeg. Ziehen’ suspected as much of the old 
pieces, and his conjecture is splendidly confirmed by the new fragment, lines 35 and 47, 
where there appears the phrase [(e)Aedyrwy gvdje. The inscription, therefore, deals with 
the ancient religious customs that Solon had regulated years ago. But these are not 
mere minor alterations. The extent of the document and the new piece, bearing over 
the preserved inscription the legend rade 16 Evegoy érog Herat, show that we have before 
us fragments of a whole calendar, a new publication of the sacred laws of Solon. The 
circumstances under which were published the calendar and even the profane law on 
the other side of the stone become more intelligible after a consideration of events at 
the end of the fifth century. With the restoration of democratic government in 410 
a board of registrars was appointed to re-edit the laws of Athens. They were to retain 
the laws of Solon (and at least parts of the laws of Draco; cf. J.G., I1*, 115) but prepare 
an edition that recognized the alterations imposed by changed conditions and partly 
expressed in subsequent legislation. Nicomachus was among the magistrates engaged 
in this work. His appointment, originally planned for four months, continued from 410 
until the work came to a halt in the turmoil and revolution of 404. It is charged in 
the thirtieth oration of Lysias that he usurped the place of Solon himself, that he 
removed and inserted laws arbitrarily, and that after his activity litigants came into 
the courts with appeals to conflicting articles. So it appears that his task, or at least 
part of it, concerned profane laws. Certainly he was far more trustworthy than the 
accuser allowed, for he did make his reports and received approval, and when the 
publication was resumed on the restoration of the democracy, the Council again appointed 
him. This time his task was the preparation of the sacrificial calendar.’ 


1 Prott-Ziehen, Leges Sacrae, I, p. 64. 
2 The possibility of a connection between our stone and the publication of the religious calendar 
mentioned in the thirtieth oration of Lysias was suggested by W.5. Ferguson. 
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Concerning the second period most important information throwing light on the 
publication is preserved in the first oration of Andocides. He of course speaks only of 
matters touching his own case and does not refer at all to the sacrificial calendar, 
whieh alone figures in the case of Nicomachus. Andocides mentions the events of 404, 
the rule of the Thirty, the restoration of the Democracy, the amnesty, and he then says: 
You elected twenty men, and these were to take care of the city until the laws should be 
established again. In the meanwhile it was to use the Laws of Solon and of Draco. And 
when you chose the Council and elected the nomothetes, they kept finding that according to mani 
of the Laws of Solon and Draco many citizens were inculpated because of previous events. 
You called a meeting of the Assembly and discussed these matters, and you decreed to investigate 
all the laws and then to set up in the Stoa (i.e. the Royal Porch) an inscription of those 
laws which met with approval. The text preserves the decree which the orator caused 


to be.read and which I repeat for the reader’s convenience: 


"Edoke t@ Oyu, Teroauerdg sine, mokivetecbar ‘Abyratorg xare ve mévere, vomotg 
d& yxoFobcu toig Sdhwvog, zai wéroois xai orvebuoic, yonofcae dé xai voig Agaxortos 
Heouois, olomeo éxowusba éy tH modober yoorp. dmdowy 0 ey ae0ddEN, OLDE FonuEvoL 
vouohérar bud tig Povdiig arayocportes &y oaviow éxtibévtwy meds Tob émwvbuous 
ozxorely TH Bovhouer, nal magadiWdrtwy tvaig cdoyaicg éy tTHdE TH wrt. Tog dé mwage- 
Jidougvovg vouovg doztucocta modteooy %) Bovdi xel ov vowobérou ov zrEevtaxdotol, ovs 
ov Onudtae eihovvo, érevday Guwudzco. eSeivar dé xat ldtwtn TH Bovhoméer@, Eelordvee 
éig tiv Bovhiy ovuSovidetery 6 te vy cyabdr &yn meoi tay vouwy. éewelday dé tebGory 
ol vOuot, éxtushetobw x Bovdi  && -Agelov madyou tay vouwr, rw Ly ct eoxat toig 
KELMEVOLG VOMOLG yow@rtar. Vols OE xLEOLMEVOLS THY TOUWY arvayedpElY elo TOY ToOtxor, 


ct 


iva MEQ MQOTEQOY CreyodpHoay, zorEiy TH Povhouériy. 


For our present purpose the most interesting information is that conveyed in the last 
sentence: the new inscription was to be made upon “the wall,”—in the Royal Porch as 
Andocides has just said. It is the wall where the inscription was made before.! I shall 
demonstrate further on that contrary to the usual belief the original Laws of Solon had 
never been engraved upon marble. In that case the phrase ive weg aodreoor aveyonprnoa 
clearly refers to the first period of the revision, namely, 410-404 3.c. The motion of 
Teisamenus proposed that the revision of the laws, already begun in 410 but interrupted 
in 404, should now be resumed and that the new edition should be published in the 
place accessible to everyone where they had already started a permanent publication. 


Lina eaaekad te ’ : . 

Wachsmuth ascribed the deeree to a late grammarian. He declared it a forgery, based, to be sure, 
on authentic material, but nevertheless a forgery, because the wall was not definitely located at a time 
when exact topographical references were customary. As, however, Wilhelm pointed out (Beitriige zur 
griechischen Inschriftenkunde, pp. 265-266) the wall is definitely located by the phrase ‘va mee wodtegor 
S pa He : a aaite > " +7. ms . . Ono 5 ¥ ‘7s 
BD) ON Poy: J. Droysen (De Demophonti Patroclidis Tisameni populiscitis quae inserta sunt Andocidis 
oration’ Ieot Mvornofwy, Dissertation Berlin 1873) assumes a number of omissions, e.g. iva weg (of &ddow 

, © , > , . oF . al s oF é : . 
vdwoll?)) medtEgoy areyecynoay (pp. 34, 37, 43). The question, however, does not affect our argument 
: 5 : 
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Not all of the publication in the first period had taken place on “the wall.” 1.G., 12, 
115, with the beginning of Draco’s laws on homicide has survived on part of a stele 
originally set up in front of the Royal Poreh. In the first period, however, at least some 
part of the publication occurred on “the wall,” as the decree of Teisamenus indicates. 
and like 7.G., 12, 114 and 115, it would presumably have been engraved in the old Attie 
script. On the other hand, in the second period which begins with the archonship of 
Euclid, the laws—and among them that part of the sacrificial calendar prepared by 
Nicomachus—were engraved in the Ionie seript. This is precisely the situation on the 
monument found in the Agora, and I have no hesitation in asserting it to be part of 
“the wall” in the Royal Porch. For its legal, historical, religious, and topographical 
implications, therefore, the new stone brings welcome additions to our knowledge, 

The discovery of this monument calls for a new consideration of the term HUOPELC. 
I spare the reader an account of the divergeney of modern views concerning the KVOPELC 
themselves and concerning the relationship to the @¢Eorec, for he can find a convenient 
discussion with the proper references in Swoboda’s article, Pauly-Wissowa-Kroll, Real- 
Eneyclopddie, XXXII" Halbband, pp. 134-136. The modern theories are all unsuccessful 
in reconciling contradictions. We can arrive at an understanding more easily through 
a re-examination of the more important ancient references and a consideration of the 
archaeological evidence offered by a comparison with the monument here published. 

The problem is most directly approached through the account in Plutarch’s Life of 
Solon, XXV. Solon, he says, gave the new laws force for a hundred years and they were 
inscribed on revolving wooden tablets (&Soveg) in oblong frames, dy éte x06’ jude év Tovravetw 
hetWova wuzoc dteowteco. Plutarch then quotes Aristotle? to the effect that the laws were 
known as ztoferg, and he confirms the observation by quoting also from Cratinus, who 
spoke of the zvoPerg of Solon and Draco, with which people now roasted their barley; i.e. 
the old standards had broken down, the ancient laws were metaphorically in the discard 
(the image is that of kindling wood). Cratinus referred to the wooden @¢ovec and like 
Aristotle called the laws zveferg. Whatever its origin, the word xvefeig by the fifth century 
seems to have meant the body of ancient law, derived partly from Draco but chiefly 
from Solon. It is properly an abstraction, the ancient Law of the Land, although the 
word is sometimes used to designate the material objects, much as we might say the 
Laws when we meant the tablets of the Laws. The material objects were called ¢e&ovec. 
Plutarch was acquainted with popular misconceptions of his own time. He mentions them, 


1 The Work and Life of Solon by K. Freeman, who devotes a section, pp. 143—147, to the recording 
of the Laws, has appeared since Swoboda’s article. ‘This latest attempt is likewise unsuccessful. . 

2 The quotation is not from any extant passage of Aristotle’s writings, and for this seu its 
authenticity has been questioned. The natural attribution, however, is not to the Constitution of Athens, 
but to the work in five books which according to Hesychius Aristotle composed about the éSoves of Solon 
—a treatise which has not survived. Plutarch had no reason to invent a spurious authority, and the 
passage which he must have had in mind is by implication classical. Whether genuinely by Aristotle or 
not, a detailed study of the matter was a proper authority to quote. 
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but these did not rest upon any evidence so good as the word of Aristotle and Cratinus. 
Plutarch went baek to the classic authors and found the true definition. 

That the xve@ee and the e¢Soveo were really the same we gather also from the learned 
and careful Eratosthenes, as quoted by the scholiast to Apollonius of Rhodes (LV; 2280); 
nboPEeig Aéyovoly, ws -Eoatoobérycs, tots &éovac zxahovuevovg -Afiiyyoiv, év 01g OL VOLLOL 7LEQL- 
éyovra,—and as quoted by the scholiast to Aristophanes (Clouds, 447): xvobig— ag 


Eoaroobane poly, Sar Abiynow otra xohobuevog, év @ ot vomor seguegortet. HKratosthenes, 
of course, had studied in Athens. Other direct witnesses are numerous but have less 
importance.! 

Another important piece of evidence, however, appears in the thirtieth oration of 
Lysias, where the accuser charges Nicomachus with having made arbitrary changes in 
revising the laws of Solon. Nicomachus is said to have eliminated some of the sacrifices 
and prescribed others for which be had no authority. Instead of the new edition of the 
sacred laws the accuser maintains a¢ yo Ovew rag Hvotag rag é th xlefewy xed TOY 
ornhav? nave tag ovyyeapdcg. He opposes to the new sacrificial calendar the old regulations 
at Ivota ar &&% vor xofewy zai tov otmdo@y. The ztoferg and the orjdce were obviously 
not the same, for immediately afterward the speaker mentions conservative people who 
performed only té& & tev xtboGewy. Therefore it is clear that the expression xvefec 
indicated the original Law of Solon contained in the ores, and the orydau can scarcely 
have been anything else than later changes or additions published-like other decrees on 
marble steles. The two together constituted Sacred Law, and the calendar was expressed 
in the formula at Gvolce at & tar xleBewr nat THY OTnhar. 

In the last decade of the fifth century the laws were re-edited upon stone. The 
sacrificial calendar and the rest of the laws, with probably few exceptions, were engraved 
upon a wall in the Royal Porch. It was not a supporting wall of the building, but as 
the discovery of our monument shows, a free-standing wall inscribed on both sides. 
This monument became the natural place to consult the zvefeic, the ancient law of the 
land, and the &¢Soveg retained only archaeological or sentimental interest. Polemon could 
still examine the perishable wooden tablets; by Plutarch’s day hardly anything remained. 
In the course of time the designation xvefeg was fastened on the new material object 
as formerly on the old. This shift of meaning caused the confusion of later times. 
Now instead of saying @Soveg or xvefeig to indicate the ancient Laws, men began to say 
&Soveg and xveGeg, and to say &oreg and zxteferg even when speaking of events in the 
sixth and fifth centuries as if they had always been distinct, whereas in reality a distinetion 
in respect to the material objects only developed after the latter term was first extended 
and then limited to the new monument. 

At the end of the fifth century, therefore, the laws of Solon were inscribed upon 
marble. Moreover, they were now inscribed upon marble for the first time, because the 


1 See references in Swoboda’s article in Pauly-Wissowa-Kroll, Real-Encyclopidie, Vol. X11, fos Wey 
* ornd@y is Taylor’s emendation; the MSS. have edalwr (X), Sado (C). 


GREEK INSCRIPTIONS 11 


original xvePerc, as we have seen, were contained in the wooden tablets. The only 
apparent contradiction appears in the text of Aristotle’s Constitution of Athens, § 7, 
where he has been speaking of Solon: sodurelay 6a zatéornoe “ai vOuors EOnxey e&ALove, 
toig d& Agczxovtog Heowoig éuavoarvto yowusvor mdiy tov porxar. avavyoawavres 0& tote 
vouovg sig toig xveferg EoTHORY éy 1) OTOe Ti Paotheiw xai Buocay yohosobar mdvtEc* ot 
0 évvéa Coyortes Gurtyteg m00d¢ t@ MO@ xareperilor cvabjoe arydgicrvta yovooty, édy tive 
MOQK@OL THY vOuwy' Obey Ere xal voy otrwg burbovor. xarextowoer d& Otc vOLlOVG lo éxaTOor 
[e]ry noi drécage viv wokitetay vovde (cov) todsmoyr. 

The uninformed reader receives the impression that the laws were inscribed on a 
stone monument in the Royal Porch at the very time of their adoption. This, however, 
can hardly be the case. Hither Aristotle in his own mind projected up into the beginning 
of the sixth century an event which actually took place at the end of the fifth, or, 
more probably, he expressed himself with misleading awkwardness and did not mean to 
indicate that the events were contemporary. On archaeological and historical grounds 
also this would constitute an anachronism. The expensive practice of inseribing 
decrees on marble did not spread to Athens until the end of the sixth century. When, 
moreover, the Athenians abandoned the city in 480, they could, and certainly must 
have carried away the @&ovec, the ancient records on wood—obviously they could 
not have removed a large monument of marble. It is improbable that a _ stone 
monument containing the xtefec, if erected in the time of Solon, would have survived 
the destruction of 479. It is also highly improbable that a marble monument as 
extensive as the zteferg would have been should have perished without leaving any 
trace of itself. Yet among all the Attic inscriptions from the beginning of the sixth 
century not even the smallest fragment can be considered as a possible remnant of this 
early edition of the laws. 

The change of meaning after the re-edition and after the advanced disintegration 
of the wooden tablets appears most strikingly in a Hellenistic definition preserved by 
Harpocration sub voce. He quotes from the zeot Ge@y of Apollodorus, who (himself an 
Athenian) knew what monument was then called the zvg@eg. He knew that it contained 
the sacred laws and that it stood in the Royal Stoa. He also knew the old phrase in 
the ancient writers, zvofec zai orfjdar,' and the old formula quoted above, ae Gvotce et 
dx tov xboPewv zat tay otydo@y, but he did not realize that Lysias and he differed in the 
use of the word zto@e and that the term was older than the familiar monument. He 
tried to explain why one called the monument zveferg and how one might say orjdan, 
for very obviously it did not consist of steles in the ordinary sense. Nor did he 
understand what we learn from Lysias, that the xte@eg and the order in the old 
formula were quite distinct from each other. Therefore, the explanation is of course 
wrong, but the descriptive details are correct: xtePeg pyoty ‘Anolicdmgos é toig mege 

i. 


n / “a +? =) as lf aye es \ le ~ a c > \ \ on 
feay eye éey/yeyoamuévovg toils rouors, iva 0 avtOvS hifovg dofobs éota@tac, Ovo am0 MEY THC 


1 Compare, for example, Plato, Politicus, 298 D: yedportas ey nvopEedt toe xal oTHdats. 
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ordoswg othhag ad 0& Tig eto BWog evatdoewg dice VO KELOQVPMO EL ZAVO/PELS xahovy, WOmEo 
zal xvePaolay tiv &st vig xepakijs TibEeuerny. | 

The zvo8e have the laws engraved upon them, and they are themselves upright blocks of 
marble, which used to be called “ steles and xbofe.c,”—“ steles ” from their standing position, 
and xvope from the fact that they extend up into the air because of an architectural feature 
at the top. 

For the ambiguous phrase dvé& 16 zexoovp@obae we might compare the word zoovpaior, 
part of a tympanum, the block which forms the peak at the top, but Apollodorus 
may have been indicating any sort of a crowning element, even an acroterion. 
He imagined that the monument derived its name from this crowning element which 
had a certain resemblance to a peaked cap on a man’s head, a Persian peaked 
cap, that was known as the zvefeote and furnished a phonetic parallel to suggest the 
etymology. 

From Apollodorus, indeed, we might expect some information on the appearance of 
the monument, but no credence is due the late commentator who to Plato’s Politicus 
298 D contributes the surprising note: xztopigt oridn votywrog mvoauosidyc, vomovg eyovoc 
méot fewy. He was too far removed, and his contradiction outweighs none of the other 
witnesses. The question arises, how did he happen on such an explanation? He followed 
the writers who described the xtefag at Athens as a monument of stone. He called it 
totywvoc, probably because the old descriptions of the wooden @Soveg led him astray. 
The é¢oveg were not three-sided, but Eratosthenes thought so and provoked a correction 
from Polemon—compare Harpocration s. v. &orm: joav 0&, Gg pro Ilokéuwy éy toig mode 
"Eoaroobérny, tetodywvor vo oyhuc, dtaowlovra dé éy TH moevtavelw, YEeyonuUUevor zat meérTE 
Te Wéon. movotow 0 éviote Partaoiay telywvoy, Stay ési tO otEvdy xhLG@oL tic ywviac. He 
called it pyramidal either because he tried to extract from conflicting accounts relating 
to two monuments an image of a single object, or because he knew of some old laws, 
outside of Athens, actually inscribed on pyramids such as the stone from Chios.! 

Another example of later confusion is the following. Didymus quotes Anaximenes 
of Lampsacus to the effect that Ephialtes caused the é¢Sorec and xztvefere to be brought 
down from the Acropolis into the city. Wilamowitz® rejected the story under the false 
impression that the zteferg were necessarily of marble. If a great marble monument 
from the time of Solon had stood on the Acropolis, it is quite true that the Persians 


* Published by U. v. Wilumowitz-Moellendorff with notes by P. Jacobsthal in the Abhandlungen der 
konigl. preup. Akademie der Wissenschaften, 1909, Nordionische Steine, pp. 64—71. The document probably 
did contain part of the ancient law of the land, hence formed part of the xdgBecs, although the term was 
perhaps not used at Chios. It should not, however, be ealled xvoBis because of the shape of the material 
object. The xdgers, as I have explained, are an abstraction, and no shape so named existed. They might 
be inscribed on wooden tablets in one place, on columns in another, and on a wall or steles in a third. 
and all these monuments would have an equal right to the title. j 

* Didymus in Harpoeration, s.v. 6 zér@dev vduos. 

* Aristoteles wnd Athen, I, p. 45, note 7. 
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would have destroyed it and that we should have found the fragments, but these 
reflections have nothing to do with the matter, for sueh a monument was scarcely 
implied in the original version of the story. The classical author from whom the later 
writers derived the anecdote referred to the xéefere contained in the wooden eSorvec, and 
the difficulty arose when the later writers, for whom the @ovee and the xvosere had 
become distinct and perhaps familiar monuments, repeated the story, which per se is 
credible enough when correctly understood. The archaism of the term zvoperc and the 
later shift of emphasis had completely obscured the original meaning. 

Likewise the confusion with the word @&oreg called forth several unsatisfactory 
attempts to distinguish between them in regard to subject matter. The &¢orec and the 
xvoserg were by some thought to have differed in that the former contained the profane 
and the latter the Sacred Laws. This misunderstanding again probably arose under 
the influence of the monuments at Athens. Draco’s laws on homicide were not inside 
the Royal Porch on the monument which in the course of time usurped exclusively the 
appellation zvefere. They stood outside the building on a great stele, and ever since 
these laws of Draco had been re-edited they were divided into convenient chapters 
according to the &€ovec on which they had originally been inscribed. On J.G., 1%, 115 
the heading IIedcog “Ayoor, apart in large letters, still strikes the eye. On the other 
hand, on the monument later known as the zveferg no such division into &§oreg occurred, 
so far as we can judge from the extant fragments. Nor would any advantage have 
been gained by so dividing the sacrificial calendar which seems to have covered most 
of the wall (we find parts of it on both sides and in both scripts and on all the three 
fragments’. The law concerning naval matters originated long after Solon’s time and 
had never stood in the &Soveg. Other laws on the wall might well have been so divided, 
but most of the monument and certainly the calendar, the most conspicuous part, did 
not exhibit this old division. Hence a puzzled antiquarian might have seized on this 
obvious difference in the arrangement of the calendar on the wall, popularly called the 
yvoPerc, and the arrangement of the laws of Draco on the stele, and he might have 
fallen into the error of imagining an antithesis based on the character of the law. We, 
however, know better, and we know that when Cratinus referred to the xvefeg of 
Draco, he meant not the sacred laws, but the laws concerning homicide, which were 
the only part retained of Draco’s code. 

The text of No.1 is given here. The block has anathyrosis on the right side, is 
broken away at the left and below, and is chipped at the top. The whole surface is 
partly covered by a water deposit which occasions great difficulties in the reading. 
Erosion has completely removed the lower part of the inscription and much of the 


upper surface toward the right. 


Height of letters, 0.007—0.009 in. 
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The inscription contains a fragment from a_ series of regulations fixing the 
responsibility for the proper maintenance of the fleet and establishing the legal 
procedure in ease of disputes. The first line of the stone contains no part of the 
preamble so that the inscription must have begun on another block of the same wall. 
I have offered a few restorations in the hope of indicating the sense rather than the 
actual wording of the original. The block contained one or two letters after the last 
visible letter in line 11. Supposing that the inscription did not run over on the next 
block, I have suggested a line of a hundred and seven letters stopping near the edge 
of the stone. This approximates the true length, but the real extent of the line in 
either direction cannot be accurately determined. 

The first three lines concern presumably the et6dvee of retiring trierarchs. The 
investigators should see to it that the trierarchs repair the ships as best they can and 
return them in the same condition in which they received them from the docks. Lines 2 
and 3 regard the special case where a retiring trierarch is elected to an archonship or 
is actually inaugurated before he has passed through the investigation. 

In line 3 begins a new paragraph, as the interspace indicates. What follows 
concerns the procedure through which either from a former trierarch or from an 
entrepreneur (vavrnydés) a new trierarch may collect the equipment owed to the state 
and by the board assigned to him. They are largely the regulations according to 
which the plaintiff in Pseudo-Demosthenes XLVII attempted to collect from a recalcitrant 
predecessor in the year 3857/6. Of the greatest importance for the history of the Attic 
Marine is the information that the board of émiuwedjrat tay veweiwy, so well known from 
the documents of the fourth century, was not, as we have hitherto supposed, first 
established at the reorganization of the fleet in 378, but already existed toward the end 
of the Peloponnesian War, for the ésiuwednrot who appear in the inscription function as 
a board and have the same role as the éiuednrat of the fourth century. 

In the aforesaid oration of Pseudo-Demosthenes we find that the new trierarch 
received as an assignment the equipment still in the possession of the retired OVYTOLHOAO OL 
Demochares and Theophemus. As neither of the latter was willing to give it up, the 
new trierarch summoned them to the board of éiuedyral ty vewolwy. The wording of 
the passage is important (XLVII, 26): moocexaheocuny modg te tode eootokéag xai 7006 
Tog Tay vewolwy érimehytag’ obtor yao Elohyov wove tag Oltadixaciag ic vO OlnaotHoLloy él 
toy ozevoy. A modern reader finds the words oéro: and rére ambiguous, but, as it now 
appears from the inscription, Lipsius! was correct in his explanation. 


, 


Ordinarily only 
; “ Seale. : 

the éimedyjrat had the part of bringing before the court such eases concerning the 
equipment. The participation of the edsoorodeic was not for long, and precisely its 
unusualness evoked the comment cited above: “For at that period in our history these 


two boards together were bringing the cases before the dicasterv.” In the second 


* Das attische Recht und Rechtsverfahren, p. 114. 
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quarter of the fourth century, accordingly, the normal procedure followed the regulations 
outlined in the inscription, lines 3-6: Jf the debtor [does not give to the appointed trierarch| 
the equipment [which he owes the city], the trierarch can [within the stipulated period) summon 
him in the presence of two summoners to the éniushytat and make his claim [- - - - - - I Oe 
the next day the éxiuehyrat (shall bring the matter] before the dicastery. It is highly probable 
that the charge could be made at any time, and since the case went to the dicastery on 
the very next day, it is evident that, as Lipsius explained, the word zéce in the passage 
just quoted did not refer to any season of the year set aside for cases of this kind but 
to the unusual circumstances under which the éootodeze, anxious to get the fleet off as 
quickly as possible, and faced with a shortage even of purchaseable equipment,! col- 
laborated with the émuedyjcai in despatching the preliminary court proceedings. 

When, moreover, Demochares and Theophemus appeared in court, they did not charge 
anyone else with having the equipment and did not call for a dredizeole with anyone 
else. (The speaker points this out because the Law permitted it.) Instead they allowed 
it to be a question about their own responsibility, and the court, deciding against them, 
ordered them to surrender the equipment. Demochares, thereupon, surrendered his share, 
but Theophemus still refused, for he knew that the period was short and he hoped that 
he might manceuvre the trierarch into supplying the rest himself in order to sail away 
in time. ‘The trierarch now had to demand the right of compulsory execution. The 
Council heard his appeal at the same time with that of all the other trierarchs in the 
same predicament, and the Council voted to them permission to collect in any way they 
could—eiomocrrecba todmm © ey dvvmueba. The state did not participate in the execution, 
but left it in the hands of the plaintiff as after a private suit. The trierarch then went 
to the house of Theophemus, exhibited the decree of the Council, and demanded the 
equipment. Theophemus is said to have refused with threats and abuse. The trierarch 
collected a few passers-by as witnesses, and demanded either that Theophemus accompany 
him to the é@sootodeicg and the Council to argue the matter, or that Theophemus surrender 
the equipment (XLVII, 37). If not, he said, he was going to seize something as security 
according to the permission granted him by law and decree. Theophemus refused either 
to accompany him or to surrender the equipment. The trierarch, according to his own 
story, attempted to take a slave girl but Theophemus wrested her away. The trierarch 
related that he then tried to go into the house in order to take some of the furniture as 
security and that when Theophemus struck him in the mouth he called on the witnesses 
to remember it and fought back. 

After the failure of this attempt, the trierarch returned to the Couneil and reported 
that Theophemus had resisted the execution. The Council instructed the trierarch to 


7 M4 = , 2 e4 \ 4 ~ 

1 Pgeudo-Demosthenes XLVII, 20: Zcuyev ézadeovody terijgwy xal Ponder amoorehhowevy uc TayOVS. 
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hand in an etoayyedte. The prytanes set two days for the hearing, after which Theophemus 
was found guilty. The Council had now to decide whether to hand the matter over to 
a dicastery or to assess him itself within the limit of five hundred drachmas which the 
constitution permitted. If the offense were deemed worthy of a greater fine, it would 
have gone before a dicastery.' 

We may compare this procedure with the procedure stipulated in the inscription 
(lines Gff.): If [(the debtor) does not enter a counter suit charging someone else with holding 
the equipment, let him surrender it] to the injured party. Execution shall take place as from 
a private [debtor. If when the trierarch demands it, (the debtor) does not surrender a bond for 
the property,? he shall pay] to the public treasury whatever the dicastery stipulates [-===---== ie 
There shall be %aywyf, also in the case of the vavanyoi (private contractors who built or 
repaired the ships under the direction of the official rerjegomorot and GOYLTEZTOVES).” 

The word xeé in line 9 indicates that éeyoyj had been mentioned or implied as 
applicable to the preceding case (line 7), that of the recalcitrant predecessor, the usual 
debtor. The éeywyi is the act through which one party, by his own physical effort 
without the physical intervention of state officials, takes possession either of the property 
or of a bond for the property which he claims from the withholder.t The inscription 
therefore calls for execution by the trierarch himself both in the case of the vavmnyot 
and, by implication, in the case of the refractory predecessor. If the trierarch after 
winning a decision cannot secure the equipment, the law grants him the right of 
compulsory execution against the property of the withholder. Resistance to the trierarch 
armed with such an authorization is of course resistance to the state. This is the 
situation depicted in the above mentioned passage of Pseudo-Demosthenes XLVI, 33-34. 
The trierarchs, who already had the decision but were unable to collect the equipment, 
received from the Council, which acted according to the old Law, the authorization to 
collect by themselves in any way they could; and when Theophemus resisted, the 
Council regarded the matter as an offense against its own authority. Theophemus was 
once more placed on trial; he was found guilty of impeding execution and was fined. 
The private nature of the case ended. He then immediately surrendered the list of the 
equipment to avoid the disadvantageous position of a state debtor. 

In line 7, therefore, the clause concerning the execution must have recognized aywyn. 
Only the strokes TOTA are preserved at the badly worn right side of the stone, but these 
permit the restoration suggested in the text zabdmeo mage vo id[idcer d—pédorroc], as 


‘J. H. Lipsius, Das attische Recht und Rechtsverfahren, pp. 201—203. 
2 ’ * ate : > = A + Ep ee 3 : 
For the restoration compare Pseudo-Demosthenes XLVI, 37: Evexvon Epnv AjwEeodue xat& TE Tovs 
pyle : \ \ , G : \ \ lisa ms > , > ™ , de , 
vowovs xot Te wHplowate, and 39: thy yao &vIownoy od Divawce moaochaBEty mwodhedxes *€crijous. 
eee ae ee ’ at ee ; Sette Seas : 
M. Brillant in Daremberg-Saglio, Dictionnaire des Antiquités, V, pp. 458—459, 
Jriginally a violent case of extra-legal self-help, it was recognized by law, and the attempt gradually 
became a mere formality through which legal proceedings were instituted. 


, vee l For a discussion and other 
references compare Egon Weiss, Griechisches Privatrecht, I, pp. 227 ~228; J. H. Lipsius, Das attische Recht 
und Rechtsverfahren, 11, pp. 668— 669. 
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from a private debtor,’ i.e. as after a private suit, upon which should follow private 
execution (which implies éceywy/). The equipment. is really owed to the state, but the 
case would be treated, not as the state versus Theophemus, but as the trierarch versus 
Theophemus. The latter does not labor under he disadvantages of a state debtor until 
private execution fails. 

We may summarize the passage as follows. Lines 6 and 7 call for a dcadixacte. 
The latter part of line 7 calls for execution by the trierarch himself as in a private 
case: he is to take forcible possession of the property (é&dyew the debtor). Line 8 gives 
the procedure in ease the éaywyy fails: in ease the trierarch cannot execute, there is to 
be another trial, a dtxn éordyg (an actio iudicati), after which the debtor will be fined, 
if he is convicted of resisting execution. 

The only difference between this procedure and that described in the oration is the 
court where the fine was levied. From the oration we learn that in 358/7 the Council 
tried the case first and levied the fine if the offense were deemed slight enough for a 
fine less than five hundred drachmas. The serious cases went to a dicastery. The 
inscription, however, mentions only the dicastery. 

In line 10 the reference to the daily eight diobols is not clear. In lines 11 ff. are 
preserved fragments from another set of regulations concerning the procedure in a case 
Line 12 probably prescribed the course 


where the trierarch again appears as plaintiff. 
to be taken by the trierarch who encountered difficulties in the execution. 

The text of No. 2 was cut on the reverse face of the block which carried the 
trierarchic law. The stone is broken away at the right and below. Anathyrosis 
occurs on the left side. The first column runs over from a block that joined at the 
left. For further description of the stone and of the monument to which it belonged, 
see pp. 5-13. 

Height of letters: 0.01 m. in line 30, 0.009 m. in lines 19 and 31, 0.C05-0.007 m. in 


other lines. 


1 For the phrase meérrec$ue mad tevos compare Lysias XVII, 3. The meéégss clause, preserved in the 
inscription, is not to be confused with the legal clause, later so common, 4 gages totw xadcdmeo &x dleys. 
The latter would rather imply that the regular trial was not to take place. Here, on the other hand, 
a regular trial must have been required, as a comparison with the procedure in Pseudo-Demosthenes will 
show. (For the Attic use of xa9démeo, moreover, consult Meisterhans-Schwyzer, Grammatik der attischen 
Inschriften, p. 257.) The point is not that the execution is to take place as if there had been a trial, but 
that execution is to take place as after a private case between private citizens. 
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Two other fragments of this inscription are preserved in the Epigraphical Museum 
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I.G., Il?, 1357@ (EM 6721 and EM 8001).1 See Ficurn B. 
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In the word try in line 26 the last stroke of the nu was never cut. 


1 There are no legible letters on this face of EM 6721, but the text on EM 8001 has a long history. 
Found in the excavations of the Archaeological Society of Athens on the south slope of the Acropolis, 
the stone was first published by Am. Hauvette-Besnault in B.C.H., I], 1879, pp. 69—73, with a drawing. 
U. Koehler recopied it and republished it, likewise with a drawing, in 1.G., I, 844. In ’Eep. ‘Aez., 1902, 
p. 141, A. Wilhelm reported that EM 6721 joined this block, to which it is now attached. L. Ziehen who 
had a squeeze of the inscription, republished it with a commentary in the Leges Sacrae, I’, no, 16 B. 
Wilhelm afterwards recognized in fragment ) (EM 286) another piece of the same document. From 
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’ Fieure ©. J.G., 11%, 1857) (EM 286) 
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Koehler’s copy J. Kirchner republished it in 1.G., 11°, 1357a@ without preserving the arrangement of the 
letters into a neat column as on the stone. A. Boethius has discussed the lower part of the inscription in 
his dissertation, Die Pythwis, Excursus I, pp. 157-159. 


* Found in Dorpfeld’s excavations on the northwest slope of the Areopagus, it was published in Ath. Mitt. 
XXITI, 1898, pp. 24-25, by KE. Ziebarth, who left the following copy of the last two lines: 
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The inscription contains part of the re-edition of the sacred Laws of Solon, the 
sacred calendar on the preparation of which Nicomachus and others were engaged after 
the adoption of the decree proposed by Teisamenus. As I have shown above, the new 
piece from the Agora permits an identification of the monument. to which it belonged; 
it is the most extensive and most important fragment of the inscription itself. 

With Column HT begins the sacrificial calendar for the second or alternate year, as 
the phrase above it indicates: réde vd fregor &rog Overer. Column I, accordingly, forms 
the conclusion of the calendar for the first year. Some traces of the dates are preserved: 
in line 19 the name of a month, followed by that of a day in the first third; above, 
in line 5 a day in the last third of the previous month. Of the three funds, ta xarc 
ire, tc pvdofcothize and té wi) oyt%t, which appear on the old fragment, the first 
reappears in Column I, lines 6 and 21, and the second in Column H, lines 33 and 45. 
Column HI, line 77, acquaints us with still another which I shall attempt to explain 
further on. 

Ins hine 2 


2 
‘ 


3 the word [tege@lovve is easily recognizable and enables us to compute 
how much of Column I was engraved on the block to the left. The first four letters of 
this word, and consequently at least that many in every line, stood on the other block. 
Occasionally a line with a date or a heading must have extended out farther to the 
left. Thus the phrase [# téy xa]té wie, easily recognizable in line 21, had the first 
six letters on the other block and began two spaces further to the left than the body 
of the column, just as a similar phrase appears in line 77 two spaces in front of 
Column III. Since the date on both the old piece (.G., Il?, 1357a, line 3) and the 
new piece (lines 32 and 44) begins one space farther to the left than the stipulation of 
the funds, it results that the date in line 20 must be restored [...7... tova]uévo. The 
name of the day in line 28, which is two spaces shorter, can be restored only as [Exene 
iova|uévo, for anything else would be too long. Since the day in line 20 precedes that 
in line 29, the possibilities for the former are reduced to [teredde tora]uévo and [méumere 
iotajuévo. In line 5, again, the name of only one day has enough letters to fill the 
lacuna. 

The sacrifices on the fifteenth of Hecatombaeon in Column II are the first recorded 
as of the alternate year. They may not have been the first at which the old tribes 
participated, for there probably existed a separate list of inalterable sacrifices, i.e., 


A. Wilhelm recognized that this piece belonged to the same inscription as fragment a (EM 8001), as 
L. Ziehen acknowledged, republishing the fragment in the Leges Sacrae, 11', no. 16a. On the squeeze 
Ziehen could read the same letters and something more so that he transliterated the last two lines: 


Hvbavcr (alice fv 


WY. @ic — — ae 


Some of these letters have disappeared in the meanwhile, as the reader may see from the photograph and 
my own transliteration. The last publication of the fragment is I.G., 11*, 138576, which does not preserve 
the exact form of the column and erroneously inserts punctuation, a horizontal stroke, between lines 10 


and 11. 
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another group under the heading véde doa &y Overer. At Myconos the Hecatombaea 
were celebrated on the seventh,! and it seemed that at Athens the sacrifices to Apollo 
Hecatombaeus, from which the month is said to have received its name there, and at 
which the old tribes must have participated each year, would have taken place at the 
same time.” 

The funds both for the oig Aeuroyréuwy on the fifteenth and for the sacrifices offered 
to Zeus Phratrius and Athena Phratria on the following day (the festival of the Synoikia)* 
in the alternate year came from the gvAofcowduxé. On the fifteenth, however, all the 
grdofpaoketc apparently shared in the victim; but at the Synotkia only the gvdoPaorhets 
of the I'(e)séovtec. 

In Column III no dates intervene in the part preserved, so that the nineteen sacrifices, 
and probably others of which the record has been lost, must have been made at one 
festival. Themis, Zeus Herkeios, notably Demeter and Pherrephatta, received their 
offerings, and after them a group of heroes beginning with Eumolpus. Five of them 
have the names of the princes who ruled over Eleusis when Demeter spake with the 
daughters of Celeus, and when the fairest of these, telling her into what land she had 
wandered, promised her refuge in the halls of the chieftains: * 


8) 
i 
70€ Iohvgetvou xei cuvuovog Etwodsoto 


uéy Toirtohéuov mvxiuideog 7,0@ Adzhov 


nal Aohiyov zal waveds ey Hvogos FuErégoto. 


Celeus, Dolichus, Eumolpus, Polyxeinus, and Diocles recur as heroes in the fasti, but 
the name of Triptolemus does not appear with them. Triptolemus, who in the Homeric 
Hymn is merely one among the rulers, occupies a much more exalted position than they 
in the Attic tradition. Not in the Homeric Hymn, but in the Orphic version, in the 
Attic drama, on the Eleusinian relief, and in the Attic vase painting, we find in him 
the greatest of the Eleusinian heroes, the pupil of Demeter; we find him associated with 
Demeter and Kore as their foster child, with whom they constitute a sacred trinity. 
But among the heroes in the fasti is one who receives a select victim, a more costly 
sacrifice than the rest. He is designated simply as 6gertdéc, that is to say, foster child 
or pupil, and he must be Triptolemus. 


1 Prott, Fasti sacri, no. 4 = Dittenberger, S. I.G., 111%, 1024, ll. 29 ff. 

* L. Deubner, Attische Feste, p. 201. 

® L. Deubner, Attische Feste, pp. 36—38. 

* Hymn to Demeter, 153—155. 

” Cf. Ehrle’s article “ Triptolemos ” in Roscher’s Lexikon, V, pp. 1128—1140; U. v. Wilamowitz-Moellendorff, 
Glaube der Hellenen, I, pp. 47—52. 

* As Seenrjg meant foster parent or rearer, and Seentijeue were the nurturer’s reward, so the POEMTOS 
would have been the child reared, The later technical meaning of the word as seen in Pliny’s letter to 
Trajan (LXV) and in the latter’s reply is of course merely a legal delimitation. The meaning slave bred 
im the house is likewise a delimitation of the original conception, whieh the well-known archaism of 
ceremonial language has more nearly retained. 
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Yet another completes the company. In line 66 the ‘Aoynyétng, who oecurs in such 
close association with the Eleusinian heroes, is lacchus, 6 doynyétyg THY vor oeiwr, iXg 
Ajuyteos detuwr,! whose figure was borne in the mystic procession. The elder Praxiteles 
represented him carrying a torch as leader of the Mysteries in the group which he did 
of him and Demeter and Kore. The sacrifice to Iacchus did not stand in the original 
edition of the laws of Solon, for his importance was due to a story connected with the 
battle of Salamis.? 

In the course of the fifth century developed the divine figure, unknown in the first 
accounts of the Mysteries; an “Jaxyetoy was founded at Athens, and his image was borne 
at the head of the mystic procession. When the Laws of Solon were revised and 
published at the end of the century, a sacrifice to Iacchus, chief leader of the Mysteries, 
was included among those to the Eleusinian heroes on the day of which the inscription 
preserves a fragmentary plan. 

The marked Eleusinian character and the elaborateness of the festival at which were 
made the sacrifices recorded in the inscription, Column HI, identifies it as the Mysteries 
in Boedromion. The festival in Column III occurred, therefore, two months after the 
sacrifices proposed in Column IT and that accords well enough with what we might 
expect in the disposition on the stone. 

Presumably the word oig always means the ewe, since the ram in line 63 is called 
zolog and costs more than the sheep offered to the masculine divinities. The marked 
and consistent discrepancy in the price of the same victim when offered to a masculine 
divinity and when offered to a feminine divinity corresponds perhaps to a difference in 
the animal’s age. The same phenomenon appears in J.G., Il®, 1358, where the oig 
sacrificed to the feminine deity costs eleven and that to a masculine deity twelve 
drachmas. Indeed the latter document, published at the same time and containing part 
of a local sacrificial calendar for the Attic Tetrapolis, reflects the same reorganization 
of the religious laws which occasioned the publication of the great calendar in the city. 
The price of the victim is stipulated for the future with an ancient disregard of 
economic laws. It will be recalled that Solon too had specified the price.° 

The list of sacrifices to the Eleusinian heroes ends with that to Celeus. In the next 
two lines no expenditure is recorded, for they contain another sort of statement: the 
Lumolpfidae perform] the foregoing [sacrifices]. It is interesting to note that the care of 
that part of the festival was entrusted not to a dignitary from the family of the 
Eumolpidae, but to the whole yévog. That the whole yévog officially concerned itself 
with the Mysteries appears, moreover, even in the late document J.G., IL’, 1078 
(= _Dittenberger, §.1.G.*, 885), 


1 Strabo, X, 468. 

2 Herodotus VIII, 65; ef. O. Kern’s article Jakchos in Pauly-Wissowa-Kroll, Real- lneyclopadie, 
XVIIter Halbband, pp. 613 ff. 

3 Plutarch, Life of Solon, XXII, 3. 
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The next entry records generous dduetee (100 drachmas) to a priestess, in| whom 
we may probably recognize the important priestess of Demeter, chosen from the family 
of the Philaedae and eponymous at Eleusis like the priestess of Athena on the Acropolis. 
In disputes with the Hierophant concerning ceremonial privileges she on occasion resorted 
to the law courts.1. The restoration Ajunroog fills out the line properly to the maximum 


of fourteen letters. 


Lines 16 and 17. The money entry standing in the main column itself can scarcely 
represent anything else than the total expenditure for the whole month. 

Line 22. pdc—the genuine diphthong ov represented by 0. This oecurs frequently 
in the period 439-357 n.o. (cf. Meisterhans-Schwyzer, Grammatik der attischen Inschriften®, 
p. 63). In regard to the restoration it might be observed that a select cow was a proper 
sacrifice to Athena. In line 24, moreover, given the extent of the lacuna, the restoration 
[Kogot]od[p]we is certain. As in J.G., Il?, 1358, ll. 14 and 22, she receives a pig. 
Furthermore, it was an ancient custom to sacrifice first to [%j-Koveoreogog whenever one 
brought an offering for Athena to the Acropolis, and the association here contributes 


a little support to the conjecture ['46nré] ae. 


Line 52. On the stone the two dots before the money entry served merely to set 
off that entry from the long line that extends out intrusively from Column I. The need 
and also the significance are lost in the alterations necessary in a modern edition. 


Lines 62-64. Compare these entries with that in the Eleusinian accounts, anno 327/6 
utevdetur (1,G. 11?) 163, 1562): 
Anurnter oig AHF: Kéone xevdg: ADF: 


Line 66. The form 4ediywe instead of Aodlyor, to which it stands in an Ablaut 
relation, occurs here for the first time. 

Lines 69—70. The name of some animal is to be supplied. Compare for example 
the phrases éoupog xgirdg and deéy xourdg in the fasti, 7.G., 1°, 840, and Bog xorr# here in 
line 21. 

Line 71. In the dative Aéxdwe from a nominative Aioxdoe, from which we have also 
the genitive Adxdov in the Hymn to Demeter (153), the inscription seems to have 
retained an ancient form of the name. 

° O77 >, ~ ~. 9s “NY = oN © : or 565 Y A 9 ~ > 

Line (7. & ty olvusol@v?]. Compare Dittenberger, S.7.G., T113, 1045 and 1046, two 

Hellenistic inscriptions from Amorgos. An official is being honored for his generosity 
r mae q ¢ Aes 6 , B ~ > ~ AN id Ul 

on the Ose of = festival: mmagnyyethey éy tie dyoode were xrevyuatloc] mrogsveobar etc 
eet , R ~ , \ , \ ee 

ta Itwvice aovupddove ‘Agxeoiveic sévtag xat Egvove todve éidnuovytac. Over and above the 
( iO & me ror Fastivs Val ule vs ¢ So Fe) \ t 

public allotment for the festival he expended 2,500 drachmas, 1d eg t&e¢ ovupohag yurduevor, 


e s 2 at . K ‘ ~ Cc > , ~ ~ 
out of his own purse: zat votro lsmav émédwxer vat apijxer aveleig todc idvtac THY OvUBoLar. 


' P. Foucart, Les Mysteres d’ Eleusis, pp. 216-220. 
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ae 


It appears, therefore, that all those who took part in the festival were obliged to make 
some contribution toward the expense, and that the cost of the sacrifices was partly 
covered by the fund thus created. 


Line 78. A pig cost three drachmas not far from this time as we know from I. Gs 
IT*, 1358, and the stonecutter’s omission of the horizontal stroke of the first drachma 
sign constitutes an obvious error. The pig, the victim sacred to Demeter, is a familiar 
figure at the Mysteries.? 

Lines 81—83. In regard to the sacrifices at the Eleusinia the Graces and Hermes 
Enagonius are mentioned together in J.G., 12, 5, where they both received not a sheep 
but a goat. Here, however, there is no temptation to restore ’Ev[aywriat oic] in line 83. 
Ceremonial and, above all, technical objections preclude it. The only reason for running 
an item over to a second line was lack of space on the first, and obviously more than 
the single word “Eouye occupied line 82. Perhaps line 83 should be restored ?Ey[vaddae oic]. 
Cf. Plutarch, Solon, 9. The price shows that the divinity was masculine. Then we 
should restore the connective zai after the name ‘Eoufe. 


Lines 85-86. The price of the offerings indicates that the two divinities were masculine. 


The fragment J.G., I1?, 1357@ is separated into two parts, engraved by different 
hands and distinguished from each other by a dividing line. The upper contains the 
sacrificial calendar as on the new piece from the Agora. Of this, one column and some 
of the figures in front of a second are partially preserved. The lower part contains 
ritual regulations of a different character. Of this, likewise, parts of two columns remain. 

In line 22 Koehler? suggested the restoration ofvém[rtn]e which has been rejected by 
the later editors because Ziehen,® whose reading I support, thought that he saw after 
the letter M a horizontal stroke like the lowest bar of an E. Moreover, a restoration of 
another type is needed, because the line contained the record of an inexpensive offering 
as the figure, completely preserved in front of it, indicates beyond a doubt. I can 
probably read the beginning of the word evtjzovte, and I presume that the measure 
xbabo. was understood from the lost entry which preceded. 

In lines 26 and 27 Koehler suggested the restoration zeta viv [wartelay viv dv “Alouaros, 
which both Ziehen and Kirchner have retained. It would then refer to the observation 
of the Pythaists and the consultation of the Delphic oracle (cf. Strabo, IX, 404). 

Ziehen (l.c.), interpreting the two columns below the line as if they were to be read 
together, then connected the regulations in the right hand column with the Delphic 
procession. Boethius* displayed a justified scepticism of this identification, and preferred 
to restore [ép’ &Jouaroc. Both Ziehen and Boethius have recognized that the part of 


1 See L. Deubner, Attische Feste, pp. 43—44. 

2 7.G., Il, 844. 

3 Prott-Ziehen, Leges Sacrae, II', p. 66. 

4 Axel Boethius, Die Pythais, Exeursus I, pp. 157—159. 


30 JAMES H. OLIVER 


the inscription below the dividing line is a different set of regulations from that above, 
but both, it seems to me, are mistaken in interpreting the two columns below the line 
as if they were to be read together. I consider it much more likely that Column I was 
read to the end before one began at the top again, at the dividing line, to read 
Column H. The analogy with the disposition of the upper calendar and of Gey ollie 
1358, shows this. 

The rest of the first column is missing, and we have no way of knowing how much 
it contained and whether the subject changed or not. A paragraph ends after the word 
(And]Adove at the top of Column II as it appears from the punctuation, the horizontal 
stroke between lines 26 and 27. The other restorations are due to the original editor. 
Enough, however, remains of line 30 to exclude the reading [Anur|icxoy proposed by 
Ziehen. 

The fragment J.G., II®, 1357) contains part of the sacrificial calendar. Part of one 
column is preserved and, in addition, two figures belonging to a second column to the 
right. The price of the sheep, required in line 5 as an offering to Hermes, seems to be 
twelve drachmas as always for masculine divinities in the rural calendar J.G., IL’, 1358, 
and not fifteen drachmas as at the festival considered on the new piece from the Agora. 
The sacrifices, however, were to be made at Athens like those of the new piece. 

The name of the month is not mentioned. The fragment contains part of the 
calendar for the seventh and an earlier day in the same month. -As Ziehen? suggested, 
it would probably be the fourth day sacred to Hermes. A sheep was offered for the 
monthly festival of Apollo (é¢ éSdoueioy). The Pythaists, who on three consecutive 
days in three consecutive months watched for lightning over Harma, were, it seems, 
to be together as a group in Athens on the day here recorded. This must have been 
one of the days on which they watched, and the month must have been Thargelion 
or another in the same period of the year.” Ziehen asked whether the~puzzling letters 
in the two last lines might not be interpreted as 6umy (genitive from td 607) xat o-, 
followed by the name of a measure.’ 

Still another piece of the same sacrificial calendar is preserved in J.G., 17, 843, on 
the other side of the blocks with J.G., ll’, 1357@. It displays the same character and 
the same arrangement in columns. It was not, however, engraved after the decree of 
Teisamenus, but during the first period of the revision of the laws (410—404 B.c.), as the 
use of the Attic alphabet indicates. 


1 Prott-Ziehen, Leges Sacrae, 11}, p. 68. 

? A. Boethius, Die Pythais, pp. 13—25. 

* Prott-Ziehen, Leges Sacrae, 11, p. 68. 

*See pp. 7-9. The inscription on EM 8001, the piece on the left, was first published by Am. 
Hauvette-Besnault in B.C. H., III, 1879, pp. 72—73; then by U. Koehler in connection with I. Ge Il; 844: 
and by A. Kirchhoff in 7.G., I, suppl. p. 124, no. 584a@. The piece on the right, EM 6721, was discovered 
in the Museum of the Archaeological Society by U. Koehler, from whose copy A. Kirchhoff published it in 
I.G., 1, suppl. p. 54, no. 5554. It was not known that the two pieces joined or even that they belonged 
to the same stone until A. Wilhelm announced it in “Ep. ‘Aoy., 1902, p, 141. LL. Ziehen published the two 
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1.G., 1, 843. EM 8001 (left) and EM 6721 (right). 
NAN 2-5-5 === 


\N amo vég méQieh[doeos] 


Seah ale Siete ts \ \ tov héys vor sreo0vé| oor] 
[---- z]ovfdr pédrmvos N hiegéar mouEetou 

5 [- - - - An] dahon N TOY yotgor 
SNE Sane pe Ite oe inc N yovhoy 


13) RS dee N hiegov 
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The column on the right probably deals with the festival of the Dipolieia,t as one 
may deduce from the reference in line 8, which is not separated from the preceding 
entries by any intervening date or punctuation. The reading of the letters indicated in 
line 2 is practically certain, as one may see from the photograph (p. 31). The passage 
contains a reference to the meotedat’very of the oxen commemorated in Porphyrius, De 
Abst., Il, 30 (p. 160, Nauck). Having just recounted an aetiological story to explain 
the origin of the festival, Porphyrius continues as follows: dé 0° éxetvov wéyou tod vbr 
del toig Aumokhelorg ‘ABiriow ey axoomdder ov Elojugvou tov abeoy TQdmoY sOLOdYEaL Ti TOO 
Bods frotay. Gérvteg yoo émt thg yaduiy toamélng médavov xot Waiord, meorehavyovot tods 
xavaveunfervac Bots, wy 6 yEevodusvog xdmtetat. xal yérn toy tadva doewrtwy %ovw vty oF 
uey ao tod mavcésartos [Swrdreov] Bovtrimot xcdovuevoe martes, ot 0 amd Tod mEoLtedcoartog 
xevtgucdai’ toric 0 awd tod émiopasarcog dJaitgods dvouclovow dice vijy én tig xoEavoUIaS 
yiyvouervry Oaita. mayjowources 0&€ tiv Bbooar, Ovay med; Tiy xolow ayf@ow, xarvEendrvTMoRy 
thy ucyatoay (with which the ox had been slaughtered). 

The amounts allotted for expenditure were indicated, of course, in a price column 
in front of the recorded statements, but the surface has been lost from this part of 
the stone. 


DECREES OF THE COUNCIL AND PEOPLE 


3. Part of a stele of Pentelic marble, broken away above, below, and on the left. 
It preserves a smoothly finished back, from which the surface has been almost entirely 


pieces together in the Leges Sacrae, I, no. 16 A, and contributed a commentary. From his squeeze he was 
able to make some new readings. They were again published by J. Kirchner in connection with I.G., II? 
1357 and by F. Hiller von Gaertringen in I.G., 12, 848. For commentary compare also W. Bannier Phil 
Wochenschr., XXXV, 1915, col. 1616, and L, Deubner, Attische Feste, p. 170. 


* The material concerning the festival has been conveniently assembled and discussed by L. Deubner 
Attische Feste, pp. 158—174. 
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eaten away, but which still seems to retain traces of another inscription. The stone 
was found March 17, 1933 in a modern wall at 49/KA in Section Z 


Maximum height, 0.283 m.:; maximum width, 0.22 m.; thickness, 0.098 m 
Height of letters, 0.01 m. | 
Inventory No. 4743 158s. 
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The inseription, which on the evidence of the lettering may be dated in the second 
half of the fifth century s.c., contains a fragment of a lew sacra. This appears from 
the reference to the wood and to the sacrificial pig, as well as from the word zerazxé[padc] 
in line 10. The latter recalls the formula zarazépela otoaober which occurs several 
times in I.G., IL%, 1365 and 1366. For the restoration [zerdé 16 lueg]or héxaor[or] in line 4 
COMparenl. Gin el. LOO: 

On the back at the left edge are preserved the beginnings of three lines with the 
letters T and H and & (height of letters, 0.07 m.). 


4. Fragment from the upper part of a pedimental stele of Pentelie marble. Below 
the pediment is a relief, much damaged, representing a standing figure to the right 
extending a hand toward the head of a 
seated figure in the centre of the stele. 
Above the standing figure appears the 
word Sedauic. A corresponding figure 
of Athena may originally have stood at 
the left. Athens and Salamis bestow 
honors upon the man in the centre. The 
relief indicated the character of the 
decree. The stone is broken away to 
the left. It was found in a late fill at 
24/IT in Section Z on April 5, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.29 m.; maximum 
width, 0.245 m.; thickness, 0.102 m. 

Height of letters: on band, 0.009 m_; 
above relief, 0.005 m. 


Inventory No. 5735 I 657. 


The date is partially preserved 
on the raised band below the pedi- 
ment. The apex of the pediment falls 
over a point between the upsilon and 
the alpha. Since the letters are No. 4 
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evenly spaced, it is evident that the word éexortog has about the same number of 
letters as the preposition and the name before it. From the middle of the fourth 
century B.c., to which we can assign the fragment on the basis of the lettering, only 
one archon’s name with a genitive in -ov, namely that of Archias, the archon of 346/5, 
is short enough to fit in the space available. We can, therefore, restore 


[Ent ‘Aoytolv &exort[oc] 


A fragment of a stele, /.G., I1?, 283, containing an Athenian decree in honor of 
a Salaminian, is now in the Epigraphical Museum at Athens. It dates from the same 
period, has the same thickness, the same lettering, and exhibits the same treatment of 
the back, but the marble, if Pentelic at all, is of quite a different texture, so that the 
two pieces cannot be related. On the other hand, the stele from which the new stone 
in the. Agora is a fragment may have had some connection with events in Cyprus, 
recorded by Diodorus XVI, 42 and 46. 


5. Part of a block of Hymettian marble, broken away on the right, at the back, 
and below. At the top a band 0.035 m. high has been dressed back across the front 
and the left side. The stone had been built into the wall of a blacksmith shop in 
Section I and was found on March 6, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.205 m.; maximum width, 0.295 m.; maximum thickness, 0.195 m. 
Height of letters, 0.006 m. 
Inventory No. 4699 I 559. 


318/7 B.c. CTOIX. 90 
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The inscription is a fragment of a decree honoring ésidexroe from the tribe Kekropis.! 
It is dated in the archonship of Archippus II, for in the year of Archippus I an éveyoapets 
performed the duties of the secretary. The decree was passed, therefore, early in the 
year 317 B.c., shortly after the submission of the city to Cassander. To judge from 
what remains of the text, the étdexroe had displayed their good-will toward the people 
of Athens by putting some public enemy to death, and someone, perhaps Cassander, had 
already praised them. The enemy might well have been either Epicurus or Demophilus, 
who had been two of the accusers of Phocion. From a passage in Plutarch (Phocion, 
XXXVII, 1) it appears that these two accusers had not been condemned by the people 


‘’Enihextow appear in I.G., I’, 1209 and on a stone published by Ch. S. Karouzou (doy. 4edr., VIL, 
1923, pp. 89-96). They belonged in the infantry. They were separated according to tribes and commanded 
by a taxiarch, as appears from the latter inscription, a decree of the elder éxéAextoe of the tribe Antiochis. 
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like Hagnonides but had fled from the city, and when tracked down by the son of 
Phocion, were then killed without a trial. 

In I.G., II?, 448 B the equation Maim. (29/30) = (Pryt. IV) 35 shows that the year 
of Archippus II was intercalary. If we start like Dinsmoor with Hekatombaion as a full 
month, Gamelion én xei véce will be the 236th day of the year. From the equation also 
it appears that the first three prytanies lasted one hundred and thirteen days; therefore, 
there were two hundred and seventy-one days in the last seven, of which five must 
have lasted for thirty-nine and two for thirty-eight days. According to the location of 
the two shorter prytanies in the civil year, Gamelion evn zat véce would be the sixth, 
seventh, or eighth day of the seventh prytany. 

Furthermore, from J. G., 11*, 449 (which seems to belong in the year 318/7), it appears 
that the sixth day of the sixth prytany equals the eighteenth day of some month, whieh 
may be computed as Posideon Il. In that case prytanies IV and V were the two that 
lasted for thirty-eight days, and Gamelion &y zai vée was the eighth day of the seventh 
prytany. 

Since, moreover, the name of the scribe is already known, the first line can 
be reconstructed accurately except for the name of the tribe, which would have 
contained from eight to twelve letters. Therefore, the stoichedon order permits 
us to establish a line of eighty-seven to ninety-one letters throughout the inscription. 
Since there was not room for the names of all the ovurededoor, the name at the 
beginning of line 3 is that of the first mededgog. It is, of course, not that of the 
orator, as appears both from its position in the inscription and from the absence of the 
patronymic. 

The restorations in line 7 seem to accord best with a line of 90 letters, and this length 
has been employed in the text. The lines seem to have ended in complete words or syllables. 


6. Fragment from a stele of Pentelic 
marble, broken away above, below and 
on the left. It was found April 12, 1933 
in a late Roman drain in Section I. The 
rough-picked back is preserved. The 
stone is thicker above than below or 
at the side. 


Maximum height, 0.135 m.; maximum 
width, 0.11 m.; thickness of fragment at 
upper left-hand corner, 0.064 m.; thick- 
ness at lower left-hand corner, 0.058 m.; 
thickness at preserved right edge, 0.05 m. 

- Height of letters, 0.006 m. 

Inventory No. 6189 I 707. No. 6 


38 JAMES H. OLIVER 


302/1 B.c. CTOIX. 27 
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[xxdnota xvoia’ toy mo0éd low ese] 
[appuG ey yee ames ora exealens Jov ” “Ixa[o] 
[etc xal ovurededgar’ édloSev va 
DOU Go cet RAN eS ciccarer sear ah hs "A | vayvoco 

10 OGe EUCay one TUROON hee ends age | Ker 
ec oe ey gue ]AO 
one ere OORT ee JON 


The thickness of the stele indicates a rather narrow width, and the exact number of 
letters in each line (27) is then determined by the restorations in lines 5—6 and 7-8, 
The circumstances are exactly right for further restorations as of the year 302/1 
(cf. £.G., I1?, 502), to which the document should probably be assigned. 

The calendar equations show that Pryt. X, 10 fell on Mounichion 10. It follows that 
in J.G., I1?, 502 the twenty-second of the prytany must be equated with Mounichion 22. 
The restoration in lines 3-5 of J.G., I1?, 502 should be: Movrty{i]@y[o\e éverer wer’) 
elxcdac, devtégar xat etx[olorie tig molucavetag. Mounichion had 30 days and the date 
évyater wet elxcdag (with backward count) was the twenty-second day of the month. 

In line 7 the stone-cutter evidently cut PY by mistake for POY. He left an uninscribed 
space before the demotic to make room for the correction, but never actually corrected 
the mistake on the stone. 

In line 9 the name may be @vickiag Dariov ‘Avayvecowg, who is known from LG., 
II?, 483 to have been proedros in 304/38 B.c. 


(Restorations and commentary on this inscription were supplied by B. D. Meritt.) 


7. Fragment of a stele of Hymettian marble. The rough-picked back is preserved, 
but the stone is broken away on all sides. It had been built into a modern cesspool 
at. 39/Z in Section 0, and was discovered on March 14, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.23 m.; maximum width, 0.17 m.; thickness, 0.088 m. 
Height of letters, 0.009-0.013 m. 
Inventory No. 4841 I 579. 


Second Half of the First Century x.c. 


['Enevdi) ov moved] yerg [vijg - - - - pudifg ot éxi Kydetdov &oyor] 
[tog anopairjovot[y vip Povkfe ----------------- ] 
[----- ] “ot “owls -=-------==+-------_=--- ] 
[----- | DOP TOS RCO UL ON. 06 eae ee ee ] 


Be ease | VON ACE VOVELA | ee ee ] 
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[- - - -]egorte” tawevo[vra 0é xat ey tHe éxi Kydeidov &oxorroc] 
[érvavtdu] tég te Gvolag [esrdoug rebvxévar é cov Wiwy vac xo] 
[Sixovonc] xat toig movrdr[eow émiusuehiobce vay Kho enc 
[cTwr xoi die] vaire meooxaho[touw thy Bovkiy enixwenoa éavroic] 
10 Lavrov mou jocoba youmric [elxdvoc tedetac dvdbeoww éy Shwe] 
[emiyovoue é]y tat ‘Aoxdnme[tor ” eyabie cvbyyt deddySau vie Bovdtu] 
[eweuréeoce] wer xe oreplarGoor hAwt Oaddod orepdévar tov veut] 
Lay toy moev)révewr To[ name—patronymic—demotie 0g béuet] 


[vey el TO 7 > \ Kyo , fe) Yd > / ) ~ \ 
¢ toy élit Kydst[dov toxortog éviavtdy, éiywonoae dé xt. | 


No. 7 


The inseription is a fragment from a decree honoring the treasurer of a prytany. 
On the evidence of the lettering it may be dated approximately in the Augustan age. 
Other documents of the period, I.G., I1?, 1048, 1049, and 1050 from the middle of the 
first century s.c., and J.G., I1?, 1070 at the beginning of the Empire, are phrased some- 
what differently but have essentially the same character as the lower part of this 
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fragment. The prytanes declare that the treasurer has carried out the proper sacrifices 
and has performed his other duties, and they ask the Council for this reason to grant 
them the privilege of placing a portrait of him in some specified public building. In 
I.G., U2, 1049 and 1050 they have selected the Bouleuterion, in J.G., I1*, 1070 the 
Ptolemaion. The Council, therefore, praises the official and crowns him, and grants 
to them the privilege of placing the portrait 2v @ atvotyrat vd. 

The restorations are made erempli gratia. They partly depend on our interpretation 
of the letters in line 14. No restoration occurs to me for these letters other than the 
one suggested in the text. The name would be rare, and the archon hitherto unknown. 
However, it might be observed that the name, although rare, does occur at Athens, and 
that in this period many gaps in the list of known archons still remain to be filled. 


8. Part of a stele of Pentelic marble, broken away on all sides. The surface toward 
the left is badly calcinated. It was found on April 13, 1933 in the wall of a late pit 
at 44/KA in Section Z. 

Maximum height, 0.152 m.; maximum width, 0.27 m.; maximum thickness, 0,095 m. 

Height of letters, 0.006—0.01 m. 

Inventory No. 5892 I 683. 


No. 8 
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Augustan Age 


(Sep Oe IO RIAE (eee eee 
[---- wbyne ayabi]e deddy6ar tlie Bovdie éauréoat] 

[Tov tauiay tHv moevtdé]|vewr Myyvddwooly - - - - - - - | 
[- - - xed toig atrod] ovrdeyortac év [vm Bovdev] 

5 [THElwL xe OtEeparGojou atvoy Hodho’ orlepdvenr emixe] 
[xewenobce dé xe voig mwolvtdveow tig -Ax[auarridoc] 
[wounjocofca abtod tip} tig txdvog avdbsoliw év du aivoty] 
[vou tom Org Cy to]vtwy ovrtehovusr[wy Patryta % Sov] 
[At) tiv mo0oyxovoay] movovul[ evn moeovolay — - - - - - - ] 


SN ok nea el ils |g[----------------- ] 


On the evidence of the lettering and the character of the text the document may be 
dated approximately in the Augustan age. 


TRIBAL DECREE 


9. Fragment from a stele of fine-grained white marble with blue streaks. The 
surface is partly calcinated, and the stone is broken away on all sides. The stele 
had been built into a modern pit at 18/KE in Section I, and was discovered on 
March 2, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.165 m.; maximum width, 0.265 m.; maximum thickness, 0.145 m. 
Height of letters, 0.009-0.014 m. 


Inventory No. 4351 1 536. 


Late Fourth Century B.c. 


poe ee ee ee ee 
ee a eS i= Jober te Avxovey [ta - - -] 
a es ae yoonyos xavaoralbetg ent Ovo een tlie - - - -] 
[ovudge =---==--=-==~-- fe ee évilxnoeyv bdo vijc pulang: épyptobar] 
[roig priéraig’ éaivéoae name—patronymic—demotic xa ovepav]@oar yovot1u orep|dvar ano P| 
[doayuay aosrijg Evexa nai prhotiutag vig etc viv ---- prldjy vo dé Whprouc [vdde cvayed] 
[Won év orndne AiGivye xi orjoce ey var ieo@e tod - --- - tovc] én[ilednrac tod[s emi - - - - - ] 


[------- OES le eR ear ry rer mr a NS ee ] 
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No. 9 


The fragment contains part of a tribal decree from the latter part of the fourth 
century B.c. The restoration is based on 1.G., I[*, 1157. In line 2 the word Avxodoy[ic], 
if correctly read, is perhaps the name of a festival. The vertical hasta after the omicron 
seems to be part of tau or upsilon. The next letter must be rho, and the vertical 
stroke at the very edge of the stone (the mere tip is visible in the photograph) may 
belong to gamma. 
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PRYTANY CATALOGUES 


10. Part of a block of Pentelic marble, broken away on all sides. It was found 
on March 15, 1933 about 3.50 m. below the modern level at 4/H in Section H, an area 
that had been much disturbed in Turkish times. 


Maximum height, 0.32 m.; maximum width, 0.32 m.; maximum thickness, 0.20 m. 
Height of letters: in line 2, 0,015 m.; in lines 3 ff., 0.008-0,013 m. 


Inventory No. 4769 I 572, 


No. 10 
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ca. 174/5 a.v. 

[Ay] abFe Toyne 
[Ext &eyorto|g M: Movrariov MeSiwucrod Ovomtoxov 
ACyriéws -] reOUTavELaS ou MOVTAVELG THC Kexgo [at] 


[dog pviijc rT] uuourtes attovs nat tors ciotvoug 


5 aveyocway 
“Ahauete a Aiswveig 
“Arvvog Mvoroxgerns Srepypsgo(g Srepypogov) 
tsgeds Anurre.oc ie -| “Ayvos Srepypoov 
Anwijrevog [= ==] ‘Onijoiuos Srepypogov 
10 Sou wih, [a| iia. woe 15 “Eouetag “Eowet(ov) 
Nizwy ... d@eov ‘Eouoyérng “E “Eouciov 
(oe oe ee ] T1ibeic 
[------------ ] ‘Hitddmoog “H(ht) odcgov 
[------------ ] ° Ercuxd [ijg ------ ] 
15 [== 4555s 4-55- ] 50. Hiyaouoteg === == ] 
lacuna yonuuaredts Bovdevtor 
of 20 lines Sreévor “Ohvurov Mehurerys 
55 ‘Atovroe 
[------------ ] *Tovh: legQopat? nS 
psc oee ae =a] Aik: dqdotyoe 
[== ===] =]-—== ] “Hoémoc teoouiouk 
lS ae eee a eS Se ] Méu- éi Pouce 
GN ater Weer ee eS 


The fragment contains part of an inscription set up about 174/5 a.p. by the members 
of a prytany of the tribe Kekropis in honor of themselves and of the etovrot. More 
of the document, which later disappeared, was seen in 1676 by Jacob Spon who published 
an imperfect copy of it in Voyage d’Italie, de Dalmatie, de Grece, et du Levant (Lyon, 1678), 
Vol. HI, Part H, pp. 116-120. Letters seen by him and now lost are underlined in the 
text here presented. 


The arrangement of the lines is not the same in Spon’s copy and on the fragment 
which we now possess, but this divergence is readily explainable. In his preface Spon 
himself wrote of the inscriptions: “ Je les produis le plus exactement et le plus fidelement 
qwil est possible: toute Vinfidelité que j'y puis avoir commise, est de n’avoir pas toujours 
pu faire entrer les inseriptions selon la disposition et le nombre des lignes qui sont aux 
originaux, ayant été borné par la petitesse du volume, ce qui se pourra reparer dans 
une edition Latine en plus grande forme, si celle-cy est bien recetie.” [The Latin edition 
never appeared. ] 
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This must, indeed, be the same inseription. It 
is highly improbable that the prytanies would have 
erected two copies, and the stone was found just 
across the street from the church of the Mevrayte 
tod Bheodgov, near which Spon located it (a la 
maison de Nicolo Misalaroti proche Panagia tou 
Blastarou). 

All subsequent publications of the inscription, 
including the last in J.G., IL?, 1788, are 


directly or 


based 


indirectly on Spon’s reading alone. 


first 


only one with which he himself was connected, 


For this one must consult the edition, the 


and from which I reproduce the tracing! on p. 45. 
The alterations occurring in the later pirated editions 
were arbitrary and misleading changes of the printer. 
I have of course disregarded them. 

Spon indicated traces of a letter with a dot; he 
did not, however, indicate the extent of a lacuna 
nor was he careful 


to point out vacant spaces 


such as that discernible on the stone before the 


word céyoawayv. It appears from his transcript 
of lines 1 and 2 that the surface was gone along 
the left edge and that all traces of the first letters 
were lost. If then we place the next gap in the 
same region we locate the name Ovomiozov at the 
Before the word sevravetag Spon 


letters. 


end of line 2. 


distinguished traces of three Therefore, 
more than the numeral stood in front, and there 
can be no doubt that the lacuna was occupied by 
the demotic of the After the letters 
KEKPO Spon distinguished traces of two more 
letters which could not have stood at the beginning 


of line 4, because all trace would then have been 


archon. 


lost as in the lines above. The lacuna begins just 
afterwards, and if we place the letters AOZPYAHE 


1 The text runs over three of the small pages in the 
original edition. One page ends after line 3 and another 
after line 24 of Spon’s copy, so that a little of my own 
interpretation finds expression in the amount of space left in 
the tracing immediately after each of these two lines. The 
tracing I owe to the kindness of Miss Marian Welcker. 


yon OI Tax et 


--&£..M. MOYNATIOY MAE] 
MIANOY OYTOTMMSKOx 


Te ltP TAN ELA, 3) 
NEIZ Ure KEKPOs. 


MPLA 


TIME ANTES ATT Oa, At 


TOP 2 AIST Ov 2 VANEDPA 
YAN 


PLEA ELS Avie het Col 
PNNIOS US tors 1Epo 
TPORPATHS ®ANTHE 
IbPET 2, ABM iA AAAO TY 
EPIOz LOS 
COMET PIO EPRNINO 2 TE 
ZhPIOw KOs. | PO MP y= 
NIKON = ACHP MEM Se Tht RO) 
POT MOI 
ANS ONELS 
ZTE®H®POPOYT 


AT NO? 2TEDHOOPOY 
ONHZIMOZ ZTEOH 
POPOY 


EPMETAS 
EPMBIAS 


EPMOTENH2 EPMEIMOT: 


WON SHES 


HATOAQP.. HMO 
AQP OT 
Isiah (ven owen cs 
ET AAP 2 wor 
TPAMMATETZ BOY 
MN EOEAELORNE DEM aN 
PTQN OCATMHIOY “MEATTET > 


Tracing of Spon’s publication of No. 10 
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at the beginning of line 4 we have a gap of the same extent as above. From the stone 
it is now clear that the word é@réyeawar stood below the word tuyujoartes and after a 
vacant space. Spon, however, had no difficulty in reading the intervening letters; 
therefore, since none of them could have stood at the left edge, they were all on line 4. 
Lines 2-4 accordingly contained about 40 letters each and extended farther to the left 
than the catalogue below. The restoration is confirmed by an examination of the 
fragment just found. The left edge is not preserved, although the stone extends 
0.135 m. to the left of the first alpha of the word é@véyeawar. That is too much for a 
margin; the heading must have spread over more to the side. 

Below the heading came the catalogue. The position of the first column shows that 
the catalogue was arranged as usual in two columns. The first group of names was 
that of the “4dqeie, as Spon indicated. Apparently there was a chipped or weathered 
section here too, because Spon found the patronymic of the priest Demetrios and that 
of the second Demetrios completely gone while those of the next two men were only 
partly legible. In line 10 he overlooked the dot after the abbreviation 2KPI and he 
read O after the T, whereas between the T and the vertical hasta that follows at the 
distance of one letter, there is scarcely room for so large a letter. Perhaps he saw the 
curved line of a P. A Seribonius appears as a prytanis of the tribe Kekropis in another 
catalogue, 1G, 114, 1790. 

The group of etorroe should be located at the bottom of the inscription or at the end 
of column II. Since there were forty prytanes at this time, and since Spon has recorded 
only fourteen, the names of twenty-six other prytanes and (to judge from the analogy 
of I.G., Il?, 1782) the names of about three other demes were engraved on the stele. 
The last name in the list of prytanes must have been that of the yoeauuatets Bovhevtor. 
Therefore, the group I/i6eig at the end of which Spon recognized that official, came at 
the last. We may presume that also the group -4?Swyreic, all of which Spon could read 
with ease, was engraved on the well-preserved right side at the top of column II. 
Otherwise column I would be too long. The lacuna of about twenty-nine lines obviously 
fell at the lower part of column I. The inscription was broken away below. Therefore, 
the group of e@fovrot must have occupied a place at the end of column II. 

For further commentary on the document I refer the reader to the Corpus (.G., I’, 
1788). Spon described the stone as a block hollowed out to serve as a container for 
oil, On another side was engraved a prytany list from the archonship of Demostratus 
.G., I1®, 1795). The latter document suffered a similar treatment at the hands of the 
printer. However, just as one can see in the other case, the original disposition was 
generally suggested in the first edition by indentation whenever a line had to be broken 


up, so that it is possible to restore the real arrangement by reference to the copy in 
the first publication. 


* The vertical line dividing the inscription was a mere invention of the first printer. 


, ge 


EG eee til sieht ey sitios 
| en hE oe OTA 
Onna) TTA ITA rcayAG | 

PiirAK TeREA HDA HITS NDTIS AS 4 
ry re cal ae ; ee t ty AA Ae hog ot 
EMT UH Ug dat Op 
i ee ISN VTIN GLY 


ape 


ie: Pieri pte i book 
; | Pee i 
et AVA ws 


vireteteon 52 


iii gop PAs 
sh TELLS os rir 


on ia i4io4 
TOP UTA hay eg oe % ) 
Bhs li¢- AeA $5 it i o - Z & ea 


| Aeneas ft 
© Sees ie of J 
ome KSAT, hed 


No. 11 
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i 7 Thi or x ml 
11. Three contiguous fragments of a plaque of coarse-grained white marble. rhe 


stone is broken away at the top and chipped along the sides and bottom. 
is badly weathered. A raised band surrounds the inscribed part at the 


sides. It was found in a late fill at 42/IZ in Section Z on March 24, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.74 m.; maximum width, 0.47 m.; thickness, 0.077 in. 

Height of letters: in lines 1-3 and 30, 0.011 m.; in lines 5—29 
0.006—0.008 in. 

Inventory No. 5050 I 594. 


Gi lkslQNt omy. 


"Ext tob wsce Meu Dhexnov Hoyorta éviavto[d} 
' C , ~ > ~ es 
Lt movtaretas ov movtcvec vig Alyetdog puhifg 
, \ \ N CO , 
Tiunoartes éavtods “at Tors clottove aréyonWayr 


Teoyirtvot 30 Dihaoct 


5 | | ‘Ayrloyos Evyagtovov 


le a | "Alzisicdns Evyaotovov 


| | ‘Enintnytos_) 


| | -Artohhwovioe Swovyévov 
S WA c 


Sér(ti0g) “Atcadog 3 = Atix0g Etowdmoov 

10 = Miyjrddweog ’Enuydvov “Eotvadbev 
Sroctwrv “Entydvov Dihimmog Swréehove 
*Esciyovog ) ‘Ayabozrhijg Swréhove 
Aéuntog “Ioviiaves ‘Hoazhetdng Swrédove 
ITou(a@riog) Dic Svovdc 40 Tovv' ITv6dd@oos 

15  Safeivog “Eouéo[w]tog *Eoyteig 
"Abnvddmeoc “Eougowros ‘Adncérng “Apoodtotov 
Ev'roo0g “Eougowtog Kaonddweog Evxhéovs 
Yeoamiwy Ozopthov éx Mvowortyrne 
‘Agoodio.og Mbowr[oc} 4 Zworwog Movoatov 

2 Mvortixdc ) “AléEavdoog “Eouetov 
Nizoxoatrng Mvorixod “Aougpryioe 
Axty (Log) “Aooravdg ‘Aoxhynicdng Evzdéoov 
Mor(vijtog) Mc&&iuoc *Eouxcesic 
TIgaéirédng Didodjuov 3 = Swaif.og Didabyvatov 

2  ‘Agvotetdnc ) Avowceeic 
Sta Ovjrog’ Koldv(cete) Ah. Bexyvog 


Ah (tog) “Piylog 


The surface 
bottom and 


and 31-64, 


OVA (s010¢) Iourniardg = 7 P Bovhevtoy Zoowmos [Balxyvsidov Cae (yirtog) 


“Ayviog Diddxowog 
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Atovrot 
ae 14 ec , 
5d Tovi(tog) legopertig 
Lng xe Onuov Ddésrog [Da] biardg Maoabcyriog 
\ =~ \ wa > ao % , 
yoauuaters Povdig zat diuov ‘AdeScvdo0g Osodoctov Acar [oete] 
mégl tO Shuce Mvorizdg ) "Eoorcdng 
60 dvtiygapeds ‘AheSardoos ['A]ywoiorov ITevoridng 
c ies , , > y 
tegavsyg IT(dmhtog) ‘Apodditog 6 xai ‘Apoodetorog 
¢ \ 


t \ , « SO ica - 
legets Dwopogwy xet émt Sxicdog “Eouetag ) “ACyriety 


S 


broyocuuateis Migwr ) Aaurroste, 


It might seem that the officials recorded in lines 9-29 belonged not to Gargettus 
but to a deme the name of which had been erased in line 10; but the excisions of 
lines 5-8 were due to an error of the stone-cutter, because the men whose names follow 
belong to the large deme Gargettus, as appears both from the number and from a 
comparison with J.G., H*, 1765 (138/9 a.p.), where a Licinius Arrianus, presumably the 
grandfather of the man mentioned in line 22, appears in another list of Feeyirreoc. 


Line 9: Xéy “Arrahoc, orgatnyds ai té& Srha in the previous year (.G., I1?, LCeAN, 
ephebe about 166/7 (/.G., IL’, 2094). Line 10: Myrddweog “Entyévov, ephebe in 147/8 or 
shortly afterwards (.G., Il*, 2059). Line 11: Sredtwy “Eniydvev, ephebe in 163/4 (L.G., 
II?, 2086). Line 15: Safetvog “Eguée[w]toc, ephebe in 147/8 or shortly afterwards (/.G., 
Il”, 2059), owpoortorjg in 172/3 or shortly afterwards (.G., IL’, 2103). Line 16: “46n»6- 
dmoocg “Fouéowroc, ephebe in 150/1 (1.G., I1*, 2065), txoowpeortorig in 172/3 or shortly 
afterwards (J.G., IL®, 2103). Line 18: Seoamtwy Osopiiov, txoowpoortotyg about 185/6 
(U.G., I1?, 2112, 1. 16, where the patronymic, not very legible, had been misread as 
*Ioopiiov. The line has since disappeared). Line 20: Mvotixdg ), ephebe in 154/5 (.G., 
Il?, 2067, 1. 37). Line 48: “Aoxdjmiddyjg Etaédoov, probably grandson of homonymous 
prytanis in 1.G., 112, 1765 (138/9 a.p.). Line 55: “Iové “Iegogartys, in office from 168/9. 
Line 56: Méu éat Soud, in office from 168/9 U.G., IL®, 1775) through archonship of 
Athenodorus. See Dittenberger, S.J.G.*, 872. Line 59: Mvorixdg ) Egotednc, prytanis 
sometime between 190 and 200 (/.G., U?, 1805). Line 60: 242éardeog [2A] ywototov 
IIcovidng, toowpoomotys in 172/35 or shortly afterwards (.G., I1*, 2103), fysuay épybor 
sometime between 183/4 and 191/2 (1.G., I1?, 2113). Lines 62-63: Compare references 


in Hesperia, II, 1934, p. 56, no. 43. 


12. Fragment from a cylinder of Pentelic marble. The stone is broken away on 
all sides. It was found April 11, 1933 at 28/10 in Section 0. 


r 


Maximum height, 0.435m.: maximum width, 0.255m.; maximum thickness, 0.155 m. 
‘Height of letters: lines 1-6, 0.015m.; lines 6ff., 0.01 m. 
Inventory No. 6029 I 699. 
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End of Second Century after Christ 


LE zeise C7 OV NGO CT amen ] 
(eee , oroat |nyotvr[og ést Te Omher] 
ieee "Anolhdwriov S[retqréwg(?), ot] 


[wovrdrerc] tig “Adgrar[idog pris ¥] 
5 [movtarlelac tiunolartes éxvtods] 
[zai tov]o dtottvovg [avéyoawar'. 

[E]rarvuog vacat 

Bryouteig 

[M2 ITvGaydeac 
10 [Ei}]xatoog Ioeinov 

[. . .] Heatoc 

fe eaddeyoe ) 

Aro |Adwriog Zwoiulov] 

[. . .]duoyoc Zootulov] 
& [- -]»ns ) 

[- -] Magetvos 

[- Age] odetoro[c] 

[- - Aju} ijro [tog] 

be eels 


Now 2 


This prytany catalogue is not part of J.G., Il*, 1807, although it belongs in the 
same period, the end of the second century of the Christian era. 

I have thus restored the general’s demotic because of the name of the archon 
C. Cassius Apollonius Steirieus. The great honorary offices tended to remain in a 
comparatively small group of families; and a certain probability exists therefore that 
the Apollonius of the inscription is the archon himself or one of his relatives. Obviously 
a Roman name has been lost, because the lacuna is not large enough to accommodate 
a Greek name and the article rod which would then precede the patronymic -4oddwriov, 
for the latter would have to be a patronymic since the article does not follow it. 


13. Two contiguous fragments from a block of Pentelic marble. Part of the right 
side is preserved, but the surface is chipped at the edge. The stone is broken away 
below, above, behind, on the left, and also on the right side beneath the first two lines, 
It had been built into the wall of a modern cesspool at 36/0 in Section H, and was found 
Ap tilyO lod: 
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Maximum height, 0.46m.; maximum width, 0.29m.: maximum thickness, 0.21 m 
. a . = ; ‘ ; is 

Height of letters; lines 1-2, Q.024m.; lines 3-5, 0.02 m. 

Inventory No. 5761 I 661, 


Cos 100: eps 


[. .%.8. ., oreatnyotrtoc] 

[éui trode dmhitag .| Dha(Giov) M1- 

[Aootoctov Srevjorewe NE, 
5 [¥ movtavetac] ot movta[y]- 

[eg tig .. 1. .Jtidog lv] 

[Aijg tiujoar]res éxy[ tov] 

[xat toto aioi]rovs [evéyoc]- 

[war] vacat 
(eee 


The stone contains part of the heading above a list of names set up by the members 
of a prytany in honor of themselves and of the e@iovror. In line 4 the termination of 
the demotic might suggest the restoration ["Iz@Jotéwg also, but the name of the archon 
of the year 266/7 corresponds to the preserved letters and fits the required space too 
well for any doubt concerning the cognomen and demotic to be supplied. We cannot, 
however, restore [Emi ¢oeyovtog A(ovziov)] Dha(Biov) DiAoorodrov Sret}oréwg NE | [¥ wovtaretag] 
ot srovtd[y etc, zvh.J, because by then the formula had already gone out of use, and because 
the identification ve(@reoog) did not accompany the name of the archon. Therefore, the 
name is that of the ovearnydg Philostratus who appears in /.G., Il, 1803 (ca. 190 a.p.), 


of which the heading reads as follows: 
4# 
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(Bic erg ae RUC OVOPV OCS OT OC|- 
[tnyodrtog emt todl¢ dm[Aetrac] 
[.... Mildootocrov Xrec[oté]- 
[we .. wlovtavelac ot moevta- 

5 [vewg] tig Olvetdog pvdie r[e]- 
[unloarves éxvtodvs dvéy[oa]- 


Way, 


In line + of the latter document the lacuna at the beginning is large enough to adinit 
the restoration of the ligature NE and of a numeral that occupies one space. In line 3 
we can restore the nomen as in the document from the Agora and reserve one space 
for the abbreviation of the praenomen. 

The archon may have been the grandson of the hoplite general. 


BOUNDARY STONE 


14, A small boundary stone of Hymettian marble, broken away below and chipped 
at the edges. It was found on March 4, 1933 at 33/0 in Section H, where it had been 
built into a modern wall. 

Maximum height, 0.195 m.; width, 0.10 m.; thickness, 0.065 m. 

Height of letters, 0.015—0.02 in. 

Inventory No. 4154 I 513. 


Fourth Century s.c, 
“Oo [oc] 
1€000 
Anuy 
TOOS 
> byotale] 


No. 14 
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On the evidence of the lettering the inscription may be dated in the second half of 
the fourth century pc. The location of the sanctuary is unknown. For the epithet 
‘Alnole the pertinent passages are the following: Anecd. Bekk., p. 248, 26: ‘ACnota’ obtuse 
} Anwitng wage Soporhet xodeiver (fragment 894 Nauck), ot dé tir ebreapi; Hesychius, I, 
p. D9: “ACH ole ) Anuitye, ad vot alate rors xagnote; Zenobius, LV, 20: toroget Aidvuoc 
Gtr Aucaia wer ) Anujtyne weed Toortyriowg weocayoosterar, ACjote dé 4 Koon. This note 
of Didymus is doubtless responsible for the mistaken generalization of Suidas (s. v.): 


> 4 ’ Ke Mae Se r eG Ane IMS 
Alyota i) Koen, Auaice dé i Anuijrne. 


MISCELLANEOUS DEDICATIONS 


15. Part of a block of Pentelic marble, broken away below, at the back, and on the 
right. The top is smoothly dressed. The left side has anathyrosis, and therefore another 
block must have joined it on the left. The inscription ran at the top across the face 
of both blocks, for the words at the edge of the stone do not begin there, and a trace 


ING 
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of a horizontal stroke, belonging to a letter on the block to the left, can actually be 
discerned in front of the first letter in line 2. The stone was found in the fill below 
a late Byzantine floor at 57/P in Section H on March 10, 1933, 


Maximum height, 0.16 m.; maximum width, 0.24 m.; maximum thickness, 0.22 m. 
Height of letters, 0.02 m. 
Inventory No, 4476 I 555. 


The stone contains a fragment of an epigram from the beginning of the fifth century. 


16. Part of a block of Pentelie marble. The stone is broken away on the left and 
at the back; it has preserved part of the smooth-dressed top and the rough-picked 
bottom. On the right side is anathyrosis. Another block, therefore, joined on the right, 
and the inseription ran continuously across the face of the two blocks. The stone had 
been built into the bottom of a pithos at 12/IP in Section I, and was found on March 22, 


WEE 


Height, 0.14 m.; maximum width, 0.34 m.; maximum thickness, 0.41 m. 
Height of letters, 0.025 m. 
Inventory No. 5227 I 613. 


No. 16 


es > 7 3 
[mame yoonyay éviz]a Obids Aew[ryetids watdwy, name yvhet] 


[name]g édidcox[e, name Foyer 


The stone is part of a choregic monument. The inscription may be dated in the fourth 
century B.c. For the type e¢ aur ty LBB. LPO eo O y 3 
he 1 ne type compare J.G., I1', 1236, 1237, 1240, 1251, 1255, 1261, and 
O. 
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17. The upper right-hand corner of a block of Pentelic marble. The stone is broken 
away below and on the left. The top has a beveled edge along the front surface. It 
was found April 5, 1933 at 16/Z in Section @. 

Maximum height, 0.063 m.; maximum width, 0.115 m,; maximum thickness, 0.122 m. 

Height of letters, 0.012 m. 


Inventory No. 5793 I 667. 


= ave | heoay 
[PR e= sees IT vdvovidog 


No. 17 


On the basis of the lettering the inscription may be dated in the second half of the 
fourth century B.c. 


18. The left corner of a small rectangular base of Pentelic marble, broken away at 
the back and on the right. Above and below were mouldings, now much damaged, and 
in the top a large hole, 0.06 m. deep. The stone was found in a wall of the house 
631/11 in Section H in January 1933 during the demolition prior to the exeavation. 


Height, 0.23 m.; maximum width, 0.19 m.; maximum thickness, 0.23 m. 


5 


Inventory No. 3580 I 333. 


Height of letters; in lines 1—5, 0.02 m.; in line 6, 0.012 m. 


Swotedtyy Oeo[- - - - - tov détvog demotie | 

HOVINPO OU OOO OY. | are == yeaa oe ] 
‘ ; , ~ . ~ c r 

[2]at Nizootedcrov [rot deivog tegated- 


[o]ytvog dic lov [A, [---------=---- sl 
5 LOMO CEVOVEOS 4 Ppa Se) ree “ll 


ALOOUYOLVTOG f= = aie em SS ey 
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The text on this stone, which was seen “in Athens,” was included in notes assembled 
by Koehler; and from this inaccurate copy Boeckh published it in O.1.G., I, p. 913, 
no. 4310, and Dittenberger republished it in /.G., III, 922. Apparently it had been built 
into a wall in such a way that it was very difficult to see. The notes indicated on 
the moulding some meaningless letters, including a rho which differed in shape from 
those in the rest of the inscription, but these letters can never have existed. This 
original copy had one error in line 3, four errors in line 4, and in the last line read 
nai dadovyotytog instead of xdidovyodreos. 
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The interest of the rediscovery lies in its confirmation of Dittenberger’s brilliant 
emendation of the last line. Whereas the words xai dadovyotyvtog had seemed to make 
excellent sense, Dittenberger pointed out that the same man would not have been 
dadobyog and mere temple attendant, that the subject had no connection with the 
Eleusinian cult, and that accordingly mention of the da@dotyog Was Out of place. There- 
fore, adopting the spelling « for ec, he made the emendation z[A]t0 (a0) ovyodrtog, as 
actually appears upon the stone. 

There is a fresh fracture at the end of lines 1 and 2, on both of which Koehler’s 


notes gave one more letter than is now preserved, 


19. A low rectangular base of Hymettian marble. In the top of the block are two 
dowel holes with pour-channels. It was found March 18, 1933 at the level of a Roman 
road in Section TI. 


Height, 0.325 m.; width, 0.71 m.; thickness, 0.69 m. 
Height of letters, 0.03 m. 


Inventory No. 5239 I 620. 


d ~ Cc ~ 
Afinvaiot ot xavoimodyteg 


, a 
évy Ajuret nat ~ IuBowt 


The lettering suggests a date at the beginning of the empire. 


20. A fragment of Pentelic marble, broken away on the right, the left, and at the 
] ] -AgCATYVA fl We d os , ay 79a FE 
back. Part of a roughly finished top has been preserved. The fragment was found 
March 16, 1933, over a Byzantine floor at 36/M in Section H. 
ees # Gs rd TES tne Ar 
Maximum height, 0.087 m.; maximum width, 0.23 m.; maximum thickness, 0.095 m. 


Height of letters, 0.02 m. 
Inventory No, 4806 I 578. 
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Tipéotol¢ Kiadbdiog Kaioag eveo| 


yétnce t[i¢ méhews ] 


No. 20 


It is perhaps a fragment from a large base honoring the emperor Claudius. Both 
Tiberius and he received at Athens the title edeoyérre, but Claudius bears the title 
eveoyétrg tig [wéhdewc] on the base for a statue which he restored after Caligula had 
carried it away. (Cf. P. Graindor in B.C. H., LI, 1927, p. 257, and in Athénes de Tibere 


TR 


a Trajan, p. 9.) 


21. Part of an epistyle block of Pentelic marble. It has been broken away on the 
left and also below in such a way that only a few traces remain of the second line of 
the inseription, The right side preserves anathyrosis, and the inseription probably continued 


[- - - -]pije ent deyortog “Hopdov vot Etxh[éovg Magabwriov - - -} 
tere Se Katowloo(s] Se@[ao]rof [-- --------------- ] 
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on the next block. Although the top is prepared to receive another stone, nevertheless 
it too bears an inscription (No. 22). This fragment of epistyle had been built into the 
Valerian Wall” in Section 1 and was found on SATIS dos 


Maximum height, 0.58 m.; maximum length, 2.08 m.: thickness, 0.60 m. 
Height of letters, 0.065 m. 
Inventory No. 5887 I 678. 


The names Herodes and Eucles alternate in the famous family from the deme Marathon. 
The material concerning it is conveniently assembled in the first chapter of P. Graindor’s 
Hérode Atticus, pp. 1-17. The lettering indicates that this archon Herodes son of Eucles 
belongs in the first century a.p. and is probably to be identified with [- - - - Etx]Aégove 
MeageGortog, recorded in I.G., H*, 1730. Neither the latter stone itself nor any photograph 
or drawing of it exists, so that we cannot accurately check the name against the size 
of the lacuna. 8. Dow (Hesperia, HI [1934], pp. 160-161) has made certain determinations 
about the arrangement of the inscription, but the angle of the fracture on which he rests 
his argument is not certain enough to exclude the restoration “Hewdyg in place of 
ITohvyaouog, which was suggested by Lolling. Furthermore, Polycharmus is not known 
ever to have been eponymous archon. ‘The tenure of any archonship entitled him to 
membership in the Council of the Areopagus, so the appearance of his name in J.G.,, 
Il?, 1728 cannot be used as proof that he was eponymous archon, nor—if we restore the 
name “Hoddng in I.G., I1?, 1730—does it necessitate a date for 1.G., Il?, 1730 earlier 
than that of J.G., Il*?, 1728 (cf. Dow, op. cit., p. 161). The appearance of the title tegede 
Aootoov bxetov shows that I.G., I1?, 1730 falls after the year 9/8, but it might be as 
late even as the reign of Hadrian. On the internal evidence of the document nothing 
else can be asserted definitely. In the case of the epistyle block, however, the occurrence 
of the phrase éai Y¢ozorvrog “Hoddov instead of the old formula éi “Hoe@dov oyortos 
practically excludes a date as early as the Augustan age. Perhaps Herodes son of EKucles 
is identical also with an archon H[------ }] commemorated in an inscription from the 
middle of the century (.G., I1*, 2301). He is more conveniently located in that period 
on prosopographical grounds. He is probably to be identified with the Herodes HI of 
Graindor’s arrangement, whether the father was Eucles IV or, preferably, another Eucles, 
about whom we are uninformed. 

A dowel hole, located 1.32 m. from the end may indicate the centre of the block. 


In that case it had an original length of 2.64 m. In the 2.05 m. of its preserved length 
the first line has 26 letters, if we count iota as a half. Therefore, about seven or eight 
letters are missing at the beginning of the line. The inscription, however, may have 


begun on still another block to the left. 


22. The following inscription, broken away at the right, is preserved on the top of 
the epistyle block which bears the text published above as INOra 214 
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> ANT) eee 
VION ©) POM 


The lettering seems to be contemporary with that on the face of the block. 


23. Part of a block of Hymettian marble. The top and the bottom are preserved. 
The stone is broken away on the left, the right and at the back. It was found March 28, 
1933 in a wall of the modern house 646/5. 


Height, 0.278 m.; maximum width, 0.3847 m.; maximum thickness, 0.17 mn. 
Height of letters: lines 1 and 2, 0.016-0.02 m.; lines 3-5, 0.03 m. 
Inventory No. 5439 I 648. 


[-=-==---- jv Aévvoor 
[----lev 
[----- S]odmtxcov 
Mesa =p 
5 [------ envy 


24. The bottom of a rectangular base of Hymettian marble, broken away above. 
It was found on February 28, 1933 in a modern retaining wall in Section 1. 


Maximum height, 0.35 m.; width, 0.325 m.; thickness, 0.26 m. 
Height of letters, 0.028 m. 
Inventory No, 4345 | 531. 
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[Swrijor| 
[net xviorn] 
[avroxodtog |t 
‘Ad QLar® 
5 ’Ohvyate 


No. 24 


For similar dedications to Hadrian ef. J.G., HI, 493-523 and Hesperia, UI, no. 73. 


25. The lower part of a columnar base, broken away above and at the back. The 
bottom is carefully dressed with a smooth contact surface, ca. 0.10 m. wide, around the 
edge. Part of a rectangular dowel still remains. The column has a simple flare at its 
base, finished with a vertical band, 0.025 m. high. It was found at 13/E in Section I on 
March 7, 1933. 

Maximum height, 0.53 m.; maximum width, 0.44 m.; maximum thickness, 0.21 m. 

Height of letters: in lines 1-5, 0.015-0.024 m.; in line 6, 0.008-0.01 m. 

Inventory No. 4702 I 562. 


The inscription, rudely executed, is an elegiac couplet composed in the Tonic dialect 
and engraved on the base of a statue dedicated to Demeter and Aphrodite. It belongs 
in the time of the Empire. In addition to the couplet and to the name “Egut[dévy] below 
on the flare, also a few meaningless scratches appear, the letters Al 0.04 im. above the 
epigram, and the letters AQAC 0.12 in. to the right of line al 
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Myon wait Koven ITa- 
pin, wewehnuevor 
zoyor, elveney év- 
aebing’ eyoopev 
‘Eoutovn. 


on 


on the flare 


‘Eout[ovn avébnze] 


INO 25 


The customary datives not zai Koven Mapin would have fitted the metre just as 
well, but Hermione selected the nominatives in imitation of archaic dedications.! 

In all probability the base had at some time been carried away from the west slope 
of the Acropolis. Below the Propylaea was a joint sanctuary of Demeter and Aphrodite.® 
It is “Apeoditn Bhaitn (= Semitic Balaat), an ancient Mother Earth divinity, who came 
originally from the East and was worshiped also as “Agoodity Koveotredpog. The old 


' Cf. G. Neumann, Griechische Weihinschriften, p. 73. 
2 A. D. Keramopoullos, 4oy. 4edz., XII (1929), pp. 73—78. 
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Semitic Aphrodite was partially merged in the Attic I'j-Anuytyo, and it is their joint 

precinct to which the writers refer when they speak of the sanctuary of 1)-Kovootedpos. 
3) 4 \ = sO ¢ € 5 . 0 5 6 

In the “Agyevoloyixdy Ashtiov, V, 1889, pp. 129-130, Lolling published an inscription 

engraved on a columnar base of Hymettian marble found in the region of the sanctuary. 

Dedicated to two divinities like the one in the Agora, the base supported a single statue: 


Aiunver XL6y 

zat Koon 

viv IXoveoteo- 

gov EtowWorog 
) 44 
avebnzey 


> ! 
“aT OVELOO?. 


It is possible to suppose that Hermione too had dedicated a figure of the Koveoredpos. 


26. Fragment from a block of Pentelic marble. Part of the right side is preserved, 
but the stone is broken away on all other sides. It was discovered in a modern 


foundation in Section I on March 1, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.15 m.; maximum width, 0.22 m.; maximum thickness, 0.11 m. 
Height of letters, 0.025 m. 
Inventory No. 4346 I 532. 


No. 26 


The fragment perhaps belonged to a statue base from about the beginning of the 
third century of the Christian era. The Movoetoy was the “ university ” of Athens 
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(ct. Hesperia, III [1934], 191-196), and the letters here preserved might be interpreted 


in various ways, such as: 
[ee Se | mora roy 
[eat totd MJovoetov 
Or 
[------- OL@on | LOTaTOY 


[vor éxi tod Mjovoetov 


27. A high rectangular base with mouldings at the top and bottom. It had been 
built into the side of a drain where the latter passed through the “ Valerian Wall” at 
14/KZ in Section I, and it was found April 6, 1933. 


Height, 1.05 m.; height of face, 0.73 m.; height of top or bottom moulding, 0.155 i. ; 
width, 0.49 m.; thickness, 0.45 m. 

Height of letters, 0.033 mm. 

Inventory No. 5881 I 673. 


‘H 8 “Aoiov Ieéyov 
Povki) voy vier 
TOU Z“OOLNTOD 
Ato ‘Apepiavey 

5 Xonotov Mcoa- 
fwvioy coEetijc 


cr 
EVEXA 
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The boy, Aurelius Appianus, had lost his life in the course of a religious festival. 
He is known from .G., HI, 751, an inscription on a herm, which the colleagues of his 
father set up in his memory, and which below the dedication contains the following 
illuminating epigram: 


“Ooticg zai tivog elut te | wodobev yok (UATOA ace[e]* 
G % S él! | 7CQ YOQUMUATH PEGs 
aupe 0 éune uolone mac | &dcxovoe hed 
LLGpl LAG LLoLong | CELOL EWC, 


/ > » ~ \ 
otvexey ote eplny | ylaivay meet abyéve Béobe[e] | 


lz > > 4 | 1p ig 
xwudm ev nychew | mevocwevog Ptdrov. 


From the latter monument it appears that when he died, he was still a young lad, 
preparing for the égysia and pursuing his studies. 


His father, the cosmete, Aurelius Chrestus of the deme Marathon, had been owgpeorotiic 
in 218/9 or shortly afterwards (1.G., IL?, 2223). On the herm the accusative Xoforoy 
(line 5) should be emended to the genitive in accord with the correct version preserved 
on the base from the “ Valerian Wall.” 


SEPULCHRAL MONUMENTS 


28. The upper right corner of a base of Pentelic marble. The moulding at the 
upper edge has been broken away. At the left is a trace of a relief. The stone had 
been built into a modern wall at 38/s in Section Z and was found on March 3, 1933. 

Maximum height, 0.296 m.; maximum width, 0.445 m.; maximum thickness, 0.385 m. 

Height of letters: lines 1-2, 0.026 m.; lines 3-6, 0.02-0.025 m. 

Inventory No. 4117 I 501. 


ae ae ogee 
ioe Cis 
A aS RCI Sy ai One 


——— = 


oR as 


No. 28 


Or 
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[---+=-- ] Xatoepavovls] 
‘A [e]y[ve]¥e 
[Hod]valoly[o]o Hevoxdélo]ve 
[E] b[w] y [v] wevs 
o [X Jatoe [oro] ar Xcloepavovs 


JON 


"ATI VEC [O]uyerio 


The stone contains part of /.G., I[4, 1886. Before it had been broken up to supply 
building material, it was seen and copied by Ross, Rangabé and Koumanoudes “ beyond 
the olive grove in a field beside a well left of the Sacred Way.” It exhibited a relief 
that probably represented a hydria. The fragment at the Agora is solid, and the 
monument can never have been a sarcophagus, as the editors imagined. A noticeable 
variance in the lettering shows that the three names were inscribed at different times,— 
all three, however, in the second half of the fourth century. The monument was 
originally designed for the first man. Later it served to commemorate two relatives, 
his sister (or daughter) and her husband. Letters seen by earlier editors and now lost 
are underlined. 


29. Part of a block of Pentelic marble, re-used as a threshold. The left side and 
rough-picked back are preserved. The surface is badly worn. The stone was found 
March 2, 1933 in Section 0. 

Maximum height, 0.375 m.; maximum width, 0.385 m.; thickness, 0.125 m. 

Height of letters, 0.03 m. 

Inventory No. 4252 I 523, 


ee ic | 
ews eee Sele go ae 
les ‘ = 
| 

ii 7 ) 
ome see 

No. 29 

[=Joorele]r[y] 

Evooyidolv] 

‘Tnee{g | e[éog] 


yur[7] 
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ens te AAS A = asia as ; Te : , : D & 

30. Part of a block of Pentelic marble, broken away on the left, the right, and 

above. The bottom is smoothly dressed, the back roughly finished. Across the face 

runs a moulding over the inscription. It was found on March 23, 1933 in a modern 
wall at 16/AA in Section 0. 


Maximum height, 0.23 m.; maximum width, 0.293 m.; thickness, 0.203 m. 


Height of letters, 0.02 m. 
Inventory No. 5191 I 606. 


A pul K IN 1- | seal YS } =hedees ole 
ee, Oy al Ve p Ge ZoVQOV 


31. Fragment of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble. Part of the 
top is preserved; otherwise it is broken away on all sides. It had been built into 
a modern foundation at 22/Z in Section I, and was found March 2, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.47 m.; diameter, 0.23 m. 
Height of letters, 0.025 m. 


Inventory No, 4854 I 538. 


etl oe Orn 
s | 2p TOy es 
Bae ln eae 
2 ee eee 
aes | OY 
XIO7TA PE 
Pe Ne 


No. 31 
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32. The upper part of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble. <A piece 
of the top is missing, and the whole monument is much weathered. It was found 


March 2, 1933 in Section 0. 


Maximum height, 0.28 m.; diameter, 0.157 m. 
Height of letters, 0.02 m. 


Inventory No. 4250 I 521. 


ZS. na Ds ACE IN| A »s a a Anuovaoon 
a | Ny O \e Diwov 


Nazaxz(t) to 


Na(v)sex(t)ia. For the loss of the v in the diphthong ev in the Roman period 
compare Meisterhans-Schwyzer, Grammatik der attischen Inschriften®, p. 61. 


33. Fragment of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble. The stone is 
broken away above and below. It was found March 24, 1933 in a modern fill in Section I. 


Maximum height, 0.26 m.; diameter, 0.19 m. 
Height of letters, 0.017-0,.02 m. 
Inventory No. 5235 I 619. 


Fyre. 
SG) Sa) CE Ni Ons ieee 


TT caviéwe 


TAL ANE yeni 
Po Ne UIN ASI 


No. 33 


34, Part of a block of Pentelic marble, broken away at the right, the left and at the 
back. The bottom is smoothly finished. Two fragments found (1933) in Sections 0 and H. 
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Height, 0.15in.; maximum width, 0.62 m.; 
maximum thickness, 0.23 m. 

Height of letters, 0.024—0.028 m, 

Inventory Nos. 4149 1509 and 6136 I 702. 


[Lé]evog Elovdtog 


[ITao|aéuovog Sovriet’<; 


No. 34 


35. The upper part of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble. The lower 
part of the stone, with the end of lines 4 and 5 of the inscription, has been broken 
away. In the top is a rectangular cutting, 0.08 m. long and 0.03 mn. deep, into which a 
fragment of dark blue-grey stone is now wedged with cement. The monument had been 
built into a modern wall at 36/f in Section H, and was found March 6, 1933. 


Maximum height, 0.39 m.; dia- 
é en) P oe \ | > | Tx meter, 0.28 m. 


Height of letters, 0.025 m. 


a) a xaos | ut eS \ Inventory No. 4451 I 549. 
©) yf ice A S Is [> “‘Apoodtota 


> Oeopidov 
| | | ee fuyarno 
ie Kittov 
[ i, Cs yu [v7] 


36. Three fragments from an architrave of Pentelic marble. The inscription is 
carried on two contiguous fragments, one of which preserves a trace of the original 
surface on the left side. A third uninscribed and noncontiguous fragment, 0.205 m. wide, 
preserves the right corner. The fasciae continue on the right side but are less carefully 
finished. The latter piece and the fragment with the end of the inscription were found 
built into a modern cesspool at 40/K in Section H on March 18, 1933. The piece with 
the beginning of the inscription had been used face down as a doorstep in a modern 
cellar at 38/10 in Section H, and was found on May 20, 1983. 


Height, 0.305 m.; thickness, 0.19 m.; width of the two inscribed fragments together, 
1.40 m. 

Height of letters, 0.025—0.032 m. 

Inventory No. 4780 I 574, 
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Now 36 


' , ~ 
Titog DicBiog Ooaovahijs 
"Aotoorohoyou Iooondhtios 


Before it was broken up to furnish building material for the cesspool, the inscription 
was seen in a house near the Stoa of the Giants by A. Erneres. From his copy with 
the misreading ‘4ovoroddyov it was published by 8. A. Koumanoudes in “Arrizig éniyoagat 
éntrusovon (Athens, 1é671)° no, 1076, and republished in 7G. Tih s1976: 


JAMES H. OLIVER 
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MONUMENTAL STELE HONORING EPHEBES 


37. Fourteen fragments of Hymettian marble brought together by similarity of style. 
Fragment M was identified and FF was discovered too late to be included in the 
Reconstruction on the following page but both have been included in the text. Frag- 
ment FF was found on February 7, 1935, in the wall of a modern house in Section EH at 
20/IA; i.e. near the Valerian Wall. Fragment M now lies in the Stoa of Attalos ; 
probably it came from the area of the Stoa, or like the six fragments from Section I, 
from another nearby part of the “ Valerian” Wall. We may note here that (with but 
six exceptions) Hellenistic monumental stelae honoring ephebes were found in the wall 
or close to it: I.G., IL*, 665, 681, 766, 787, 870(?), 1006, 1008, 1009, 1011, 1029, 1030, 
1039(?), and 1040. Except for 1.G., I1?, 478, 700, 794, 944b, 1010, and 1027, there are 
none from outside the Greek Agora until we come to 1041 and 1043 of soon after 
50 B.c. The latter, and most of the Roman items, are from Demetrios Kataphores. 
From the period before 50 B.c., we have eight which specify expiicitly the place of 
erection: all have merely é@» e@yooé. We may conclude tentatively that (1) Hellenistic 
inscriptions honoring ephebes were customarily erected in the Greek Agora, and that 
(2) there no one limited area was regarded as logical for containing them. 

In the following list, braces indicate joins.! 


Fragment Number Published Place of Discovery Date 
A Agora I 989 ¢ — Section I, in north tower 1933 
B Agora I 992 _ Section I, in north tower 1933 
ie Agora I 958 — Section I, above gate tower 1933 
D Agora I 286a Hesp., HI, no. 24 | Section 0, house 636/25 1932 
li: EM 7605 Eee MR A RUBy, Stoa of Giants? (?) = 
iv | Agora I 989b —- Section J, in north tower 1933 
FF | Agora I 286a — Section Hf, in modern wall 1935 
G | Agora I 286) — Section K, wall of chapel 1934 
H Agora I 286c¢ -- Section K, wall of chapel 19384 
I | EM 5296 De eek Hadrian’s Arch oa 
ie Agora I 989 a o Section J, in north tower 1933 
K | EM 564 L.G., 1%, 1960 Church of Constantine® == 
L | EM 5238 WoC ees 453 Sle a = 
Ms = = Stoa of Attalos (?) 1934 


1 The figure on p. 72 was prepared by Miss Elizabeth Dow. The discovery of fragment FF has made 
it clear that five wreaths packed closely together, rather than four liberally spaced, should be restored 
after Decree I. As in I.G., I[?, 1011, therefore, there were five decrees, and corresponding to each decree, a 
wreath of the appropriate form and with the proper inscription. The details cannot as yet be fully restored. 

2 Listed in the old Acropolis Catalogue, 1035. 

8 The EM inyentory refers to EM 46, gift of D. Lerios; for the church, see A. Mommsen, Chr. Ath., 
joy ceil, Tako, le 
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II?, 1008 III, lines 82, etc. are probably to be restored) 
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The thickness of No. 37 is 0.175 m. The width can be estimated closely as 0.65 m. 
just under the moulding, which is preserved on fragment B and is 0.11 m. high. The 
top was trimmed flat and probably lacked a (separately cut) pediment. The total height 
can only be estimated; it was some 1.7m. plus parts missing between our fragments. 

The lettering is spaced farther apart vertically at the top. Fragment A has lines 
0.0106 m. from base-line to base-line; fragment J, 0.0095 m. Horizontally the variation 
is also marked, ABCDE being much looser than the tightly packed letters especially 
of F. Naturally the lower letters are also smaller. Hence the number of letters in 
a line shows divergencies as indicated. Within each group the spacing is strikingly 
regular. There is a marked tendency, as in J.G., 11”, 1006-1011, for the lines to increase 
gradually in length, at least until the decree (V) on J is reached. At this point the 
mason evidently realized that enough room remained for the spacing of Decree I to be 
resumed. This fact differentiates Decrees IV and V. 

The addition of the new fragments has confirmed Meritt’s suggestion in his publication 
of D that we have a decree honoring ephebes somewhat earlier than the series beginning 
with 1.G., 12, 1006.1. The closed sequence of archons Lykiskos H, Dionysios V (as he 


1 For the restorations given there is authority in nearly every case, chiefly from J.G., H®, 1006—1011, 
supported by careful determination of the available space. New readings in fragments already published 
are not indicated, except in the list of names (see below). We note here that at the end of line 69 the 
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must now be designated), Theodorides was already known from /.G., IL’, 1713, lines d—3, 
and dated in 129/8-127/6. The new decrees show the secretary eyele certainly functioning 
in the latter two years, for we have two new secretaries, of Kephale (VI) and Thria (VII), 
and these conform to the established cycle. 

It had been plausibly conjectured that the secretary of the Dionysios of 128/7 was 
named in 7.G., IL2, 888 (Ferguson, Archons, p. 88, Tribal Cycles, p. 31; Dinsmoor, Archons, 
p. 254), but we now see that this is impossible. We must reckon with the following 


archons named Dionysios: 


Page in | Select 
Dionysios Pee Predecessor | Secretary | Date eageumon: 
| HQ | Nikophon | ------ | ca. 200 15G55lI2; 
(none named 850, 1323 
Mele Gay Le. 
| 850) | | 
1a: 254 |------ es | Oschvtog - - - - - fev S1nitse Leelee eee 
| 887 
Ill 254 |-------- "Idowy “Aouotox - - - - - “Medossll 2) 75Ge. IL 
| 888 
IV 268-9 | (none named | [- - - - - - Blovredne L. P40? SisG ee Li 
lida Greene ees | | 968 
968 )3 | 
V 273 Lykiskos | [------ jvog Ke[palAniey | 128/7 Document 
here 
| published 
Vile 275 Paramonos | Aéuiog Timobyou “Pauvototog 112/1 AG es 
L012 


In other words, it seems that there are not five, as was once thought, but six archons 
Dionysios; for the number cannot, apparently, be reduced. 

The spacing permits the restoration of the calendar formulae for 127/6 (Theodorides) 
to give an ordinary year; the preceding year was evidently intercalary. In line 35 the 
space indicates either extensive dittography, which is unlikely in view of the willingness 
of the mason to erase, or more likely the formula which indicates the interpolation of 
days by the archon (cf. Meritt, Hesperia, HI, 1934, p. 26). Koehler’s restoration of 
Elaphebolion in line 59 (and 71) has been followed. 


letter phi was erased when it was seen that there was insufficient room after it for the additional letter 
alpha, and that in the first half of line 63 the last preserved letter is phi cut over nu. 
1 Identified conjecturally by Roussel with his archon [- - - - - - elte Timagyidny (R. EH. A., 1982, p. 201). 
* 'The style seems suitable for ca. 180—150; the dating of several of these documents awaits further study. 
* It is curious that with so many archons of one name, the predecessor is not designated; hence one may 
doubt whether I.G., I1?, 968 B belongs to an archon Dionysios. 
* Graindor (Chronologie, nos. 109, 167, 173) names three more, of the second and third centuries INTO. 
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As a whole the document differs from other ephebic decrees in that the ephebes and 
officials were honored toward the end of the year in whieh they served (Decrees III, 
IV, [V]}), as well as in the following year (Decrees iS Geil 101 alone is: similar 

The a@tiyeapetc appears in line 58, evidently in connection with a ype previously 
passed, but we cannot with certainty complete the formula. The catiyoapet’s Was known 
twice in the second century, in J.G., 12, 967 of 145/4 (proposed by the same man as 
in our Decree III), a decree honoring prytanes in which no previous decree is mentioned; 
and (restored) in J.G., I12, 1014 of 109/8, in which another individual handed over 
a document to the Boule and Demos. The loss of the demotic in our Decree III is 
deplorable (see Ferguson, Tribal Cycles, p. 160 and n. 1). In Decree IV the Metroon 
appears (line 70), and it may be that the crtiyoape’gs Was reported as having supplied 
from it a copy of a previous decree. 

Decree IM was paid for (lines 67-68) by 6 émi ret d[vorx/oe]. In line 56 the Treasurer 
of Military Funds, who invariably in other documents of this period bears the expense, 
may equally well have appeared. This isolated appearance of the Single Officer will be 
mentioned again in a discussion to appear in a following number of Hesperia. 

In lines 55 and 56 the spacing strongly supports the restoration é @yooé, which the 
general argument above led us to expect. 

Decree VY, in the part preserved, honors the trainers, who according to all the parallels 
were also honored in the missing latter part of Decree I. This repetition is also found in 
I.G., I1?, 1008 Decree III, and 1011 Decree HI. Both of these decrees are decrees of the 
people of Salamis, and like the present Decree V, the first of these was to be set up in the 
precinct of Ajax (1008, line 87). Our Deeree V was evidently passed by the Salaminians. 

We turn now to the list of the ephebes. Graindor observed (Rev. Belge de phil. et 
d@hist., II, 1924, pp. 13, 428) in his original publication of fragment K that Fowilles de 
Delphes, Ul 2, 24, part of a Pythiast record, included many of the ephebes of this year.' 
From this Delphian document the names of officials in lines 73-80 have also been supplied. 
Through chipping of the edges, letters underlined in K have disappeared since Graindor 
saw them. Trivial changes in his readings have been made. In the erasure in line 114, 
NAH was originally inscribed. Lines 119 and 122 are read as they are on the stone. 

The restorations in lines 166 ff. are in accordance with the spacings. Column I was 
so closely spaced that it contained all the names of five tribes and part of those of the 

1 A squeeze of the Delphian inscription, for which I wish to thank A. W. Parsons and C. H. Morgan I, 
reveals certain changes in readings. The text of IF’. de Del., IIL 2, 24 should be amended as follows: line 7 
has MIPAIAL (see Colin’s Pl. 1V, 2); line 16 has traces of all the original letters; line 17 reads [49]qva/or, 
and the word is cut oyer Column IJ, a symmetrical nicety not recorded by the editor. Further, in Column 1: 
line 18 reads OAPE[YT]OX; line 35 lacks 6 1/2, not 8 letters; at present line 36 lacks MEN, line 37 lacks POZA, 
line 38 lacks INT, line 39 the first O, line 40 has the E, line 41 lacks the first O, line 45 reads O[¢]oaevdgos. 
In Column II, line 34 is now gone. In Column III, line 19 has the Z and 1; in line 22 the corrected name 
Evddgov may perfectly well be by the same hand as the rest; in line 30 A is cut over the second O in 
Eevoxodteos, and baffles one; in line 31 the final Y is present; part of the first letter of a new line 
immediately before line 37 is A or A; line 38 reads ZM[I ---]; line 39 reads MEA and smaller letters AA 
oceur between lines 38 and 39, indented half a space. 
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sixth: in order properly to fill Column IL and most of Column III, the spacing was 
lengthened so that four names in these columns occupy exactly the space of five in 
Column I (CheiiG. Ii, 006). 

There is no need to repeat the former identifications, now available in J. Geile o60: 
The new prosopographieal items are included in the following commentary. Fouilles de 
Delphes, 111 2, 24 is abbreviated to D, and its three columns are signified by Roman numerals. 

Line 83: D II 39. NPA 160. Line 85: DI 38, in which the spacing shows that 
Illuotiag was once read correctly. Line 87: D Il 25. Line 88: D II 21. Line 89: 
D Il 32. Line 91: DI 37. Line 92: the Doric ending -cg for this name is otherwise 
unknown in Athens. The deme was Phegaia or Philaidai. Line 93: the name Stesagoras 
is rare (PA 12894-6, all fifth century, and one in NPA 153, second century). Line 96: 
D119. PA 15300, NPA 170 (father), PA 449 (son), 15301 (probably ancestor). Line 93: 
the name Kastor is new to Athenian prosopography. Line 100: D I 45. The name 
Tharsandros is new not only to Athenian prosopography, but also, in this precise form, 
to Greek. Bechtel (Gr. Personennamen, pp. 50 and 198) records Odgearvdgog for Delphi in 
the fourth century g.c. Otherwise the name seems to be unknown. Line 102: an erased 
iota appears after the first alpha. The restoration in the Corpus has been shown to be wrong. 

In fragment L accurate study of the spacing enables five restorations:—Line 167: 
D Il 24 is slightly preferable to I 39 on account of spacing. Line 169: D I 35. 
CLUPA 3869, “Line 172; D122, wNPA IGT) Line ilar 21. iia aioe) Lidge 0: 

In all, the Athenian list, excluding lacunae, has at most 65 names. To this total the 
Delphian list adds at most 38 others, giving a maximum total of 103 known Athenian 
ephebes. Since the number of ephebes was in all 107 (line 45), we lack the names of 
very few. The space in the Athenian stele would allow at most 7 vor; it is safe 
to suppose that in 128/7, as in the next preserved list (2.G., Il*, 1006 of 123/2), no 
foreigners appear; their first entry is a group of 17 in the year 119/8 (1.G., I1?, 1008). 
Foreigners were enrolled regularly thereafter.! 

With the trainers in our inscription, the case is different. It is true that the kosmetes 
(as always), the coach of javelin throwing (akontistes), the coach of archery (tovotes), the 
secretary, and the servant were Athenians. The akontistes, Nikandros son of Demetrios 
of Euonymon, had been a prize wrestler as a boy (xjoag tov dy@va toy Onoelwy maidac 
nédyy tig mowing fAixiag éxi Dardgtov &eyortoc, 153/27, I.G., Il?, 958, lines 95-96), and 
we meet him continuing his career as akontistes in 123/2 U.G., H?, 1006), and 117/6 
(1009). In 119/8 (1008), however, he seems to have been incapacitated, for the office 
was held by Hieron, son of Herakleides of Anagyrous. This Hieron had been merely 
banoétyg in 128/7 and 123/2. The other three members of the staff were foreigners : the 
paidotribes was from Berytos, the trainer in heavy arms (hoplomachos) was from Sole, his 
assistant was from Tarsus: all Syrians, like many of the first foreign ephebes (1008).? 


* Cf. O. W. Reinmuth, The Foreigners in the Athenian Ephebia, Lincoln, Nebraska, 1929. 
* For the names of the officials see also the parallel record in Delphi (Fowilles, II] 2, 24). 
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When the foreign ephebes arrived, however, they found no non-Athenian officials. 
Foreign ephebie officials appear in our sparse records now and then before 1238/7, though 
never aS many as three in one year. After 128/7, and down through 39/8 3.c., we know 
the ethnika of some 37 officials; only one of these is a foreigner, and he appears late in 
the period (1046 of 47/43). It is clear that after 128/7 the ephebic service was “ purged.” 

The officials henceforth were to be Athenians; at about the same time (ea. 120) the 
rolls of the cadets were opened to foreigners. Evidently it was considered intolerable 
that in the Athenian ephebia Syrian officials, for example, should train Syrian ephebes. 
Still, the foreign ephebes were never more than a small minority, and, if we understand 
the list of 1235/2 correctly, the “purging” of the service took place some years before 
the opening of the rolls to foreigners. We should probably bring a more general 
hypothesis into the picture: namely, that this was a time of rampant nationalism in 
Athens (Ferguson, Hellenistic Athens, 415-422, esp. 418). The patriotic, prosperous, and 
consciously aristocratic leaders of the state decided that only Athenians should train 
their sons; a little later they condescended to allow a few select youths from other 
cities to associate with the jeunesse dorée of Athens. 


MONUMENT TO THE ATHLETIC VICTOR MENODOROS 


38. Three fragments are here united with those (a, b, ¢) previously discovered in the 
Agora and published as Hesperia, 1934, no. 65. The only newly discovered fragment (d) 
was found February 9, 1934 in Section A, in the modern wall at 25/=T; this stone, which 
preserves the top moulding, has a height of 0.21 m., a width of 0.47 m., and a thickness 
of 0.27m. It joins 1.G., Il, 1319. The fragment previously published in Hesperia as a 
joins EM 8734. The fragment previously published as } also joins EM 8734. EM 8734 
and b together make up part of J.G., II, 1318, a stone read by Pittakys and subsequently 
broken up, so that large parts are still missing. 

I.G., Il, 1318 preserved the names of the masons. The signature was probably 
centred, to judge by the two remaining letters, under the central three columns of 
wreaths on a slab which originally had at least eleven columns in all. The whole may 


be tabulated as follows, braces indicating joins: 


( LG., I, 1319 (preserving the left end) 
t Agora d—Inv. No. 9340 I 1315 
ll Agora a 
L.G., Ul, 1818, which consisted of parts now lost, and 
{ Agora b 
| EM 8734 
III Agora c¢ (preserving the right end). 


I 


1 Roussel’s remarks on fragment D arrived in time for me to note here that he has made independently 
a correct connection with a Pythais, and a close limitation of the date (B.C. H., LVII, 1934, 92—98). 
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The thiekness where preserved (ca. 0.275 m.) is too considerable for revetment blocks, 
but agrees rather with the conception herein advanced of a heavy balustrade roughly 
22m. in length. The name of the victor may have been cut on the moulding of 
fragment a. The top surface is roughly finished; even so, it may have borne a heavy 
slab on which a sculptured group could have been mounted. The backs are rough-picked. 
Further architectural details, with drawings, are being reserved for the final publication. 

The lettering suggests the period 150-125 z.c.; there is some resemblance to the 
letters of No. 37 (above, pp. 71-81). 

The reconstruction may be precisely determined. Professor Ferguson has called my 
attention to an athletic dedication in Delos published with a photograph by Bizard and 
Roussel in B.C.H., 1907, 432-435. ~“Ewo pieces were found, one the flat top with 
mouldings on the front and right side, an inscription, and cuttings on top for statuary ; 
the other a great slab from the front face, with 86 inscribed wreaths. The thickness 
of the latter (0.30 m.) is similar to that of the pieces from the Agora, and the two 
monuments were obviously somewhat alike in form. The Delian was cut by a different 
hand: the letters, if Athenian, would be dated somewhat later, the crowns are different 
in design, and they are presented within recessed squares, the relief being in one plane 
only. The French editors, however, suggest that the crown presented by a King 
Ariarathes (of Cappadocia) may have come from the fifth of that name (163—ca.-130 B.c.), 
so that a date contemporary with that of the Athenian monument is allowed.! 

The Delian slab, which was flanked by a missing slab which could have borne more 
crowns, preserves 36 crowns, four of which were granted by cities and by King Ariarathes ; 
two of the 36 have not been read.? The Athenian fragments preserve 18 positively identified 
festivals-plus-events, with others which are too fragmentary to identify independently. In 
the following comparative list of festivals and events, with restorations in each suggested 
by the other, all the events are in the men’s class except for those designated as youths’; 
horizontal lines separate the horizontal rows as they were inscribed on the stones: 


SPACE DELIAN ATHENIAN 
NUMBER (B.C. H., 1907, 482) (IG: Ll; 13185 ete.) 
A Eleusinia, pankration Eleusinia, pankration 
2 [Panathenaia], pankration Panathenaia, pankration 
3) Olympia, [wrestling] Olympia, [verestling] 
4 Soteria, pankration Pythia, pankration 
i) ———, pankration —, ——_— 
i) Nemea, wrestling Kleutheria, ——— 
7 Kleusinia, youths’ wrestling Kleusinia, youths’ wrestling 
8 Nemea, pankration Nemea, pankration 
2) Eleusinia, wrestling [Eleusinia, wrestling] 


1 The editors called attention merely to the analogy with .G., Il, 1318 and 1319. 
* Further weathering has made it impossible, for me at least, to add a single sure letter, or to test 
previous readings in crowns 4, 5, and 6. 


10 Nemea, youths’ wrestling Nemea, youths’ wrestling 
ia Herakleia, pankration [Herakleia, pankration] 
12 Panathenaia, (wrestling) Panathenaia, wrestling 
13 Delia, wrestling Delia, wrestling 

14 Romaia, pankration [Heraia, wrestling] 

15 Heraia, (i eee i pankration 
16 Lykaia, pankration [Lykaia], pankration 

Le Herakleia, pankration Heraia, pankration 

18 Soteria, wrestling [Soteria], ewrestling 

19 Romaia, wrestling se [Romaia, wrestling} 

20 Heraia, pankration [Herakleia, wrestling] 
21 Herakleia, pankration Herakleia, pankration 
22 Olympia, pankration [Herakleia], pankration 
23 Herakleia, wrestling Olympia, pankration 

24 Soteria, pankration Soteria, pankration 

25 Nai, wrestling Nai, wrestling 

26 Trophonia, wrestling Trophonia, wrestling 
27 Nymphaia, pankration Nymphaia, [pankration| 
28 Nai, pankration Nai, pankration 

29 Trophonia, pankration Trophonia, pankration 
30 Herakleia, pankration [Herakleia, pankration| 
31 Nymphaia, wrestling [Nyimphaia, wrestling} 
B32, Herakleia, wrestling [Herakleia], ewrestling 
33 The Demos of Athens One space vacant 

34 The Demos of Rhodes ae i. ee 
BD The Demos of Boeotian Thebes 

36 : 
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KING ARIARATHES 


It is quite evident that the two monuments were set up to the same athlete. It is 
Oblique lines indicate how 
Space 5 


curious then that the two series are not perfect duplicates. 
the entries may be paired off; the only remaining discrepancy is in spaces 4-6, 
probably contained the festivals of either 4 or 6, so that one discordant pair alone 

In this discordant pair we may suppose a simple error in the name of 
There is no difficulty in supposing that an error was allowed to remain 


would remain. 
the festival. 

on the stone, such as will be shown for space 12: to erase an inscription is to deface it, 
and in fact no erasure was made in either copy (on “ Clerical Errors in Lists ” see Dow, 
Hesperia, 1934, pp. 187-188). On this basis extensive restoration of the Athenian monument 
is possible; the symmetrical form, with eleven vertical rows, is confirmed; and it is clear 


that the missing block or blocks of the Delian monument recorded no athletic victory. 
7 6* 
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In space 17 Pittakys read - - - OAI— in the first line. Of the artist’s signature only 
NO remain, and we must rely on Pittakys for the rest. There are no other difficulties 
with readings in the Athenian monument. 

The second Delian block, the crowning member of the pedestal, tells us the athlete’s 


name; the complete text follows: 


; ‘ ) is . Y . Ne PN arya ii Wa “ATIVE 
Miyddweor Tvatov Abyvaioy viajourta thy mEglodoy zal tors cAhovg tegobs cya@vac 


Murtorog ‘Anohhodorov ‘Artoyets Anohhowve 


Apart from his athletic triumphs, the victor is not known, nor is any likely relation 
traceable. In view of the comparative fullness of our records in this period, the lack 
is possibly indicative of his social status; we probably know a little of most of the 
prominent families of the time. It is noteworthy that he is designated merely -46xvc«iog, 
and that his father’s name is Roman. His florui# may be placed generally by the style, 
and by the mention (in exceptionally large letters) of the crown awarded by King 
Ariarathes, who was in all probability the fifth of that name, as Bizard and Roussel 
suggested. This Ariarathes studied in Athens under Carneades, was enrolled as a citizen 
(deme Sypalettos), and made such presents to the Dionysiac artists, i.e., to those whose 
headquarters were at Athens, that they voted him generous honors (Ferguson, Hellenistic 
Athens, 300-301, and references). Evidently his interests were varied. That Ariarathes 
should also have honored the foremost Athenian athlete of his age fits well with the 
facts... A further hint as to the date may be taken from the absence of the Ptolemaia, 
which do not appear in the inscriptions, and probably were not celebrated, between ca. 150 
and 103 sB.c. (Ferguson, Alio, 1908, 338 ff.) Equally conspicuous, especially since he 
is said to have won in the sregiodog, is the omission of the Isthmia, which probably 
suffered (temporarily) after 146. We may place the florwit of Menodoros ea. 150-130 B.o. 
in agreement with all the evidence. His career must have extended through most at 
least of these two decades, the monuments being erected soon before 130. 

The order of items, obviously not chronological, appears roughly to illustrate popular 
rating of the festivals, for the more famous come first; only the Olympian pankration in 
place 22-23 opposes this view. It has been noted by Ferguson that in the case of 
several of these more famous festivals, no need was felt to specify the city. 

Tabulation of festivals-and-events shows that generally a given festival-and-event is 
recorded only once. There are exceptions. Thus we seem to have the pankration at 
the Soteria in place 24 and also, at a point where the order is obviously disturbed, in 
place 4 of the Delian list. The only other exception is better attested and more 
flagrant: four victories in the pankration, and two in wrestling, are recorded for the 


1 The four non-agonistic crowns 33—36 had probably been awarded when the Athenian monument was 
erected by its unknown donor, The crowns may have appeared on the superstructure, or possibly complete 
copies of the honorary decrees and the king’s reseript were set up nearby. 
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Herakleia in Thebes. The explanation would seem to be simply that Menodoros 
ordinarily did not choose to attempt a second victory in a given event at a given 
festival.} 

To Thebes, however, he returned again and again, and the appreciative Thebans 
voted him a crown (35). The document does not reveal why Rhodes, now stricken by 
the transference of much of its commerce to the free Athenian port of Delos, should 
also have conferred honors on the Athenian athlete. 

It is notable that in most cases Menodoros won two victories at each festival, one 
for the pankration, one for wrestling. Exceptions are the Pythia, the Eleutheria, the 
Delia, and the Lykaia. At the Eleusinia and Nemea, i.e., at or near home, the youth 
Menodoros began his career by one victory each in wrestling. 

All the festivals whose names are preserved, except the semi-Athenian Delia, were 
held on the mainland of Greece: the victor did not compete, or at least did not win, 
in any of the great contemporary festivals of Asia Minor, Syria, or Egypt. This was 
not because of limitations imposed by athletic guilds, for they were not organized until 
the Empire (Poland, Gesch. Gr. Vereinswesens, p. 147). We know, on the contrary, that 
easterners, islanders, and Italians occasionally won in games at this time on the 
mainland of Greece, as at Olympia, Athens, Larisa (T. Klee, Zur Gesch. d. Gym. Agone, 
114, 119). 

I.G., Il, 1318 provides the names of two letter-cutters, ---, son of Charmides 
(either he or Pittakys got the spelling wrong), and Menodotos, son of Artemidoros, both 
of Tyre. They also cut the wreaths, of course, and whatever surmounted the balustrade, 
presumably a statue; but their lettering is similar to other lettering in this period. 
They may be instanced as the only two letter-cutters of the Hellenistic period in Athens 
known to us by name. Their technique in cutting wreaths was simply to obtain from 
the flat surface the effect of relief. The wreaths would be drawn first on the stone; 
stencils may have been used, but if so, the lines of cutting did not follow strictly the 
lines drawn from the stencil. The areas thus outlined would then be marked by deep 
grooves surrounding them—analogous to relief lines in vase painting—and finally the 
deep grooves would be broadened by wide shallow strokes sloping up to the flat surface. 
Similar technique was used by a similar hand in No. 37, above, pp. 71-81. 

As in a different monument of the same series, /.G., H, 1320, the wreaths for the 
various festivals are to some extent distinguished. Four types are preserved to us, 
parsley (Nemea), oak (Nadi and Lykaia), laurel (Apollonia), and olive (all others). So far 
as can be discerned, every wreath is bound with a sacred fillet.? It is noteworthy that 


1 Hence in place 12 the Delian document, which has MZoyzeérior, is in error (ef. 2); the event should 
be Hdéinv. Iw place 3 the event, missing in both inscriptions, is restored as wrestling on the same basis 
(cf, 22-93). 

2 This is not the place to discuss the Greek name for the fillet in question. The French editors cite 
Wilhelm in “oy. Ey., 1905, pp. 242-243, in support of Anuvéoxos (ef. I.G., I1?, 1297, line 11; 1338, line 7; 
1357, line 31 [but see rather abore, p. 30}; 1366, line 25). This is probably the usual term (see further 
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the ends of the fillet on the Panathenaic crowns fly out to either side, whereas in all 
other crowns the ends of the fillet hang down within the wreath. 

Most of the festivals are well known, but two call for special notice.  Pittakys 
misread the location of the Nymphaia, so that Koehler assigned them to Mt. Oeta 
(Antoninus Liberalis, Metam. 32). Nymphaia at Apollonia were correctly located by 
Bizard and Roussel in Illyria. Otherwise they have not hitherto been known, but the 
fact is not surprising in view of the famous oracular Nymphaion nearby.’ The traces 
of leaves indicate that the crown was certainly not of oak or parsley, nor do they 
resemble the olive. They may be identified without question from coins. From the 
First Century z.c. we have coins of Apollonia showing on the obverse Apollo crowned 
with laurel, and on the reverse three nymphs; the laurel wreath appears on other coins 
of Apollonia (B. M. Cat., Thessaly to Aetolia, p. 61 and pl. XII; further references in 
Roscher, loc. cit.). 

It is interesting that the festival at Lebadeia is called the Trophonia. This was its 
earliest name (Pindar, O1., VIL, 153 and Schol.). After Leuktra the Basileia were founded 
(Diod. Sic., XV, 53), named from Zeus Basileus: It seemed likely that this was the old 
festival under a new name (C.J.G., I, p. 704; Dar.-Sag., s.v. Trophonia); the name Basileia 
occurs in a new Agora inscription of 283/2, and in a great athletic inscription of 
221-216 z.c. (Vollgraff, B.C. H., 1901, p. 370). The present inscription is the third known 
epigraphic record of the Trophonia. From the date we must probably infer two festivals; 
or two names currently used for the one festival. The Trophonia are mentioned in 
I.G., Vil, 47/8 of 196-86 3.c. and in .G., VU, 49 of the Antonine period, but the 
plurality of festivals, or names, seems not to have been noticed. 

We have then a highly distinctive type of inscription, characterized by a carved 
wreath proper for each crown won. In Athens similar inscriptions apparently do not 
occur earlier (cf. 1.G., I, 1800-1311, 1313-1315), nor are Roman monuments of this 
class generally similar (2.G., II, 104-129), although an Agora inscription to be 
published soon may be an exception. Since athletics were international, one might 
expect that in other cities similar monuments were erected at this time. We may 
consider such inscriptions as the following: 


Wilhelm, Jahresh., 1902, p. 137, n. 8; Imhoof-Blumer, Aleinas. M., p. 24). The object as carved on the 
Athenian monument precisely resembles a short recée (on which see Dow, Harv. Stud. in Class. Phil., 
1930, pp. 68—69) and in fact I.G., I1?, 1292, line 12, mentions the award of a crown with a teasrédior. 
There are references to both words in literature: see Liddell and Scott. 

* In 1923—1924 the French excavations revealed remains of the third and second centuries n.c. (Albania, 
1925, p. 25), the date of the destruction being uncertain. We now see that in the period ca, 150—130 n.c. 
the city flourished enough to support a festival. This is in agreement with the fact that Apollonia, in 
detachment from her sister-cities, sought and obtained the favor of Rome (references op. cit.; Pauly- 
Wissowa, Rk. H., 2, 112-113). The cult of the Nymphs at Apollonia is epigraphically attested (Ath. Mitt., 
IV, 1879, 233). Cicero speaks of the city as magna urbs et gravis (cited by Hiilsen in Pauly- Wissowa, 
kt. E.), and hence it was well able to support an international festival. Cf. Roscher, Gr. w. Rim. Myth., Oe 
Peold) Da-sas. Duct, LV A. ps 29: 


GREEK INSCRIPTIONS 89 


NUMBER (COLIN DATE BY EDITOR 
Pe eGey W138. 1310) and: three trac: Athens 146—ca. 130 z.c. 
iments from the Agora: the present 
document 
Va. B.C.H., 190%, 432: copy of No. 1 Delos 146—ca. 130 B.o. 
eee Gane Ve elo Athens 
oesGee Lh. 1aL6 Athens 
Sete tie L320 Athens 
SB. 1G. I, 1323 Athens 
6.1 Two unpublished fragments now in Athens 
the Stoa of Attalos 
fe eG. Ved 656 Sparta 
Oe ae Na te ODT Sparta Late Second Century s.c. 
or aiter 
doeelGe, Vea. 118 Tegea Ante-219 g.c.?? 
104 1.G., VII, 47 combined with 483 Megara 196-86 B.c. 
Dee VATS 24304 Thebes Early Second Century z.c. 
12. Olympia, Jnschr., no. 188 Olympia Second Century s.c. 


These are all the monuments of this type which happen to have come to my 
attention.® The coincidence of dates can hardly be fortuitous, and since the dates were 
given to each independently of knowledge of the rest, we may claim that the date for 
the entire group is reasonably solid,® though in view of the slight uncertainty about a 
revival of the Nad at Dodona, the period may extend back to the late Third Century, 
before 219. In Roman times, mostly Hadrianic or later, the type was vaguely imitated.? 


1 Hymettian, a material much favored in Athens in this period. 

2 The inscription includes victories in the presentation of dramas as well. The date is based on the 
sack of Dodona by the Aetolians in 219 n.c. (Polyb., IV, 67). Polybios does not say that this put an end 
permanently to the Naii; and since the style of the inscription here published would be unique to my 
knowledge in the Third Century, we may tentatively suggest that the festival was revived; otherwise its 
date will be ante-219. Certainly the lettering of 1.G., V, 2, 118 seems post-219 (B.C. H., 1900, plate VIII). 

3 The editor fails to note the suggestion of Pittakys in the original publication (Ep. ‘doy., 2563, 2558) that 
these were part of one monument. It was apparently an elaborate affair like that in Athens here published. 

4 Not athletic? 

> Some contemporary non-athletic monuments also have long series of carved wreaths. The ephebic 
monuments in Athens are in this grandiose expensive class of stelae. J.G., I1*, 971 of 140/39, a decree 
in honor of a Troezenian, and probably erected by himself, bore a relief and four rows of four crowns 
each (only thirteen crowns are provided for in I.G., IL”). The crowns are appropriately distinguished by 
the foliage; some relate to festivals. More than a score of crowns appear in I’. de Delphes, IME Swe y one 
soon before 155 (Colin); see also the similar Hermes, 1906, pp. 356 ff., and especially I.G., I, 1367. 

5 Ww. W. Hyde (Olympic Victor Monuments and Greek Athletic Art, pp. 856, 368) claims that there was 
a decrease in the number of athletic statues in this period. 

7 Such as LG., II, 114, 115, 121, 127, 128 (Athens); I.G@., VII, 1858 and 1859 (Thespiae); J.G., IX, 
1, 138 (Elatea); I.G., IX, 2, 645 (Pelasgiote Larissa); 1.G., XIV, 738, 739 (Campanian Neapolis). 


or) 
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It is natural to connect with the earlier series, which often shows that the same 
man won more than once at various festivals, “the falling off in competition ”’ and 
the complementary growth of professionalism (Gardiner, Greek Athletic Sport and Iestivals, 
pp. 160-161); in other words, to suppose that this series commemorates the victories of 
an age of great professional or semi-professional athletes. In the Third Century Philinos 
of Kos had won twenty-four crowns; in 164-156 Leonidas of Rhodes won all twelve 
foot-races at Olympia (ibid.). The victor of the inscription here published appears to 
have surpassed all Hellenistic athletes thus far known. 

Our study has an interest broader than that which centres in Menodoros and his 
monuments. The Hellenistic period was an age of international festivals. While most 
of the old festivals continued to flourish, or were refounded, new ones—so many that 
“a complete list would fill a page ”—were established.? The festivals are in fact a 
colorful reflection of the general prosperity of the Greek world in Hellenistic times. 
(There is no composite account; the reader will find a good page or two in Ferguson, 
Hellenistic Athens, p. 296; and in Tarn, Hellenistic Civilisation®, pp. 104£.) We have been 
studying the characteristic form of the inscribed monuments which expressed the pride 
and splendor of the victors of that age. 


1 Since a good athlete, especially in ancient athletics, might train for and win several events, a small 
number of victors is really no proof of a small number of competitors. 

* Of numbers 7—12 in the list above, I have seen only (12) the Olympian. Like the Delian monument, 
it has stood exposed since being excavated. The second crown clearly reads [O]eadéAqea. So far as I 
have been able to determine, this festival is new to us: presumably it was a Ptolemaic foundation. 


ADDENDA 


37. The article was already in page proof when two additional fragments appeared. Neither 
provides information of value; they will of course appear in the final publication. One of them 
connects fragments A and KE, and extends to the right edge at lines 15—23. The other is a small 
bit which joins J and K; it provides demotics. Both fragments are from Section II. 

38. Professor Kirchner has kindly sent me proof from the forthcoming fascicule of 7.@,, H—III2, 
where 7.G., UH, 1318 appears as 3147, and 7.G., U, 1319 as 3150. Kirchner has been able to 
identify the family of the sculptors, and to restore the name of the first; the séemma may need 
revision to agree with a later date. One of the two fragments listed by me on p. 89, no. 6, appears 
as 1.G., 11?, 8152. It gives us yet another mention, certainly to be dated post-219 n.c., of the Nai 
(see above, p. 89, n. 2). 
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Addendum to Hesperia, III (L934 eo. 4 


The dating of Antigenes and Sosigenes in 172/1-171/0 has remote consequences. 
Tychandros is excluded now from 172/1, so that, as Roussel had well-nigh proved 
(Délos, 355-357), he must be dated in 160/59. The definite fixing of Tychandros in this 
year assures us that Eumenes HW had handed over his power to a regent (Dinsmoor, 
Archons, 260), or, as is more likely, had died before Posideon 29, the date of an Athenian 
decree of 160/59 honoring an ofzeiog of Eumenes (J.G., Il*, 953); the decree breaks off 
with the words [z]at vi[v] Ev(uélvo[ve tly eoy[iy --] (Roussel, loc. cit.). Another Athenian 
decree of this year, found in Delos, praises Pharnakes (I), king of Pontus (0.G.I.8., 771; 
Durrbach, Choix Winseriptions de Délos, 73). First known to us as king in 183 z.c., this 
monarch disappears from our records after the year of Tychandros. Rostovtzeff leans 
toward the earlier date for Tychandros (C.A.H., IX, 220f.) and no alternative is given 
in the Table of Dynasties at the end of the volume; Roussel’s arguments for the later 
date are neglected. We know now that Pharnakes I died sometime after 160/59, so that 
his brother Mithradates (IV) Philopator Philadelphus reigned only a few years, unless he 
ruled jointly with Pharnakes (ef., however, Durrbach, op. cit., 74), since Mithradates (V) 
Euergetes was on the throne in 149 (Appian, Mith., 10); we also learn that the marriage 
of Pharnakes I with Nysa, niece(?) of Antiochos (/V) Epiphanes, took place shortly 
hetore LOO/D) {O.G 1 82.2171), 

The reason for preferring 172/1 had been the proposed identification of Xenokrates 
son of Artemidoros of Eleusis, who took part when an ephebe in a dedication in the 


year of Tychandros, with [- - - - - *Ao|tEenwdm@eov “Ehevot(viog), who appears in J.G., I’, 
2332 (line 256), a list of contributors of 183/2 (Ferguson, Archons, 60). It had formerly 
been assumed that [- - -- *-14 ----]AYNEY2 (as line 253 should be read) contributed 


on behalf of Artemidoros of Eleusis (line 256). The entire list offers only two parallel 
instances: in line 171 a citizen on behalf of a metic, and in line 211 the reverse. In 
any case line 256 reads [- - - -“ }°- - - - ‘do]reutdwoov ’Ehevoi A, so that xa bég alone 
does not fill the space. The obvious solution is to supply the name of the ephebe’s 
grandfather [Zevozedryg ‘Ao|reuidwoov “Edevot. Contributors appear with patronymics in 
seven other instances which are certain in the same list. 
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Note: For the sake of complete final publication, students of the 

documents here printed are earnestly requested to send reprints 

of articles they may write concerning them, or comments by letter, 

to Professor Benjamin D. Meritt, The Johns Hopkins University, 
Baltimore, Maryland, U.S.A. 


TeNe eX 


NAMES OF MEN AND WOMEN 


A--- (Innovortidog), ephebe in 128/7, 37 159. 
Apyadoxsns Larédovg (‘ HKotiadvev), 
ca. 180/1, 11 3s. 


‘Ayédaog Ayeddov é5 Oiov, ephebe in 128/7, 37106. 


prytanis 


Avyéhaos (€§ Olov), father of “AyvéAaos, 37 106. 

Ayvog Ste~npogor ( AlSe@vevs), prytanis ca. 174/5, 
10 43. 

"Adoaotos, father of “Atradog, 37 149. 

Adnvayooas Ilvooivov Kvdartidns, ephebe in 
128/7, Sn cbUe 

Adnvod@oo0s “Hougo@tos (Laeyijrtios), prytanis 
ca. 180/1, 11 16. 

AlA(tos), Sadobyos, ca. 174/5, 10 57. 

AiA(wog) Bangg (Souaedts), prytanis ca. 180/1, 
1A s2. 

Aid (wos) ‘Piydog (Lagyyttiog), prytanis ca. 180/1, 
el ode 

Aisybiog Aiszyiiov “Yfadng, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 110. 

Aisyiisos (‘Yfadns), father of Alozdsog, 37 110. 

‘AAéSavdo00g “Aywoiotov Lawovidys, aviuyeapers 
ca. 180/1, 11 60, 

‘AAéEavdo05 ‘EHouciov (éx Mvowodbyvtns), prytanis 
ca. 180/1, 11 46. 

UAéEavdo0s Oeodociov Aaumtoevs, yoau. Povdais 
xai dyjuov ca. 180/1, 1158. 

ALéEavdo0¢5 ( Ilorayuos), father of Tywoxeatys, 37109. 

“Ahekig (Byovttos), father of Nixay, [37 7], 
[37 1s0—181 ]. 

Aduauévng “Apoodiwiov (Hozeis), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 42. 

Adupiaddns Hiyaoisrov (PiAddyns), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 32. 


Auorrog (SKauPpavidyg), father of Iodvaivetos, 
37 107. 

Ava -=-, proedres in 127/6, 37 4. 

“Avmog Thotoxeatyns (AAaedts), prytanis ca. 174/5, 
LON 

‘Avviog PiAoxonog (laeyyjttios), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 29. 

‘Avt - - - (Oivsidog), ephebe in 128/7, 37 142. 

‘Avtiy - - - (Oiveidog), ephebe in 128/7, 37 143. 

Avtoyig Soowevov Mavavtéag yuri, 33. 

Avtioyos Hiyagiotov (PiAadyns), prytanis ca. 
Le0/1, 11st 

‘Ao0AAddot0g Leviov Kijrtog, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 108. 

‘AnoAAdd@oog ‘Atradidog, father of ‘Ayatdg, [37176]. 

‘AnoAAopavng Anvaiov (Iaydwvidos), ephebe in 
128/7, 37 97. 

AnosAwviog (Atradidos), father of MuWidag, 37 175. 

AnoAAovig ‘AnoAd@viov Lovvtedsg, noounrijg in 
128/7, 37 33-33, [33k -33m, 37-38, 50—s1], 61 [64]. 

‘Anosha@viog (Sovwevg), father of “AnosA@nos, 
37 38a, [331], 37, [50, 61, 64]. 

Anosdoviog Awovuciov (Kexoonidos), ephebe in 
128/7, 37 150. 

AnosAoviog Zaciuov (Byoaevs), prytanis in 
late 2nd cent. A.v., 12 13. 

[- - Amo |AA@vuog X[revoted¢], hoplite general in 
late 2nd cent. a-p., 128. 

Anossadviog Yoouévovg (PiAddyns), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 34. 

AoiootbAozog (MooondAtiog), father of 7. PAapiog 
OoacvKAys, 36. 

Aor - - -, father of Kadsdiorgatos, 37 94. 


1 This index includes all words in the newly published texts except the definite article. Restorations 


are indicated by brackets. 
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oloravdoos (‘Exadjver), father of Hiuwazidns, 
37 119. 

‘ovoteidng ) (Paoyjrttos), prytanis ca. 180/1, 
WAL Bie 

ouwriay EiddSov Mediteds, ephebe in. 128/7, 
37 151. 

AovoronAns (PAveds), father of  Awoxveidns, 
oC tly, 

Aouotouéyngs (IlooondAtios), father of Pirmvidys, 
37 118. 

Aototrovinog Avomazyov (Inmodartidos), ephebe 
in 128/7, 37 156. 

Auiiv (wos) “Agotavog (Fagyijttmog), prytanis ca. 
120/15 gi tee, 

AoteuiS@oog Tagsedts, bmoomAouayos in 128/7, 
[37 76, 200-201 }. 

‘Aoteuid@oo0g (Tews), father of Mnvddoros, 
38 subscription. 

‘Aoyias, archon in 346/5, [4] 

"Aoywtros, archon in 318/7, 51. 

“Aoyitnog (Kvdadnvaevs), father of Ndorwe, 
37 98. 

‘AoxAnmiadns  Himogov 
Comet SO} 15d Was. 

‘AonAnmiadns Zamvoov, 30. 


(Aoapijvios), prytanis 


Név(twos) “Attados (Lagyyttos), prytanis ca. 
1380/1, 119. 
Attrahsog Adoaorov 
128/7, 37 149. 
“Artinos HiowWaoov (PAddyg), prytanis ca. 180/1, 

IAL ahi 
AdtonAns (Oovinos), father of °OAvumiwWdaeos, 


(Kexoomidog), ephebe in 


37 125. 

‘Apoodeictwog, see Apodditos. 

‘Amoodeiotog (Bynoaed’s), prytanis in late 2nd 
COM ts Noe, 2) if 

Apoodiwia Oeopidov Juyatno Kitrov yu[yy], 35. 

Apoodicws Miscavos (Lagyirtos), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 19. 

Apoodsiows ( Homevs), father of AAnanévyg, 11 42. 

IT(omAos) ‘Apooditog 6 xai ‘Apoeodeioios, igoabAns 
CG VE0| Teed cit 

Avo. Applavog Xoyjotov Magadaviog, uedAépnfos 
in early 8rd cent. a.p.. 27 4-6. 
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yas “AnoAAodaQ0v (Atradidos), ephebe in 
128/7, [87 176]. 
“Ayoouotog (Iaovidyns), father of “AséSavdgog, 


AwlNGOs 


[Ba]nyvdidns (Laoyyjtttos), father of Zaomos, 
WU 3. 


[la]ewog HiovsAos [Ilag|auovog Xovvievs, 34. 
Dhaiauurmosg Aexedeevds, proedros in 318/7, 5) a 


A--==-, 37 4. 

Aageots, king of Persia, 15 2. 

AewondAngs Piiooteatov (Kexoonidos), ephebe in 
126/15 oa ise, 

léxxtog “IovAtavog (l'agyirtiog), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 13. 

Anuayooas Hidvdduov (‘Inmodavtidos), ephebe 
in 128/7, [87 158]. 

Anurtowos iegets (‘AAatebs), prytanis ea. 174/5, 
10 8. 

Anuntows (‘AAaevs), prytanis ca. 174/5, 10 ». 

Anujtows (Byoaed’s), prytanis in late 2nd 
cent, A.D., 12 is. 

Anujtews Mytoeod@eov Latane’bs, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 101. 

Anuntows, father of Ayngidd@eos, [37 145]. 

Anujteios (Hitreatos), father of Hivucidns, 37 126. 

Anujtewog (Hiwvuueds), father of Nixavdoos, 
[37 75—76, 190—191 ]. 

Anuynteiog (PAvevds), father of NioxAns, 37 117. 

AnuoxdAsidng (Aygioedis), father of TimoxAis, 
37 83. 


InuoxAeidng (Tewodows), father of  Jlveeos, 
BO Shibe 

Anuoneatns (Ilaavieds), father of Saarys, 
37 102. 


Anu@vacoa Xiuov Na(v)maxtia, 32. 

Awoyévng, father of Atovdotog, 37 167. 

Moyévng, father of Mnvdda@eo0s, 37 89. 

Atvoyyntog (“Pauvoboug), father of - - -o0g¢, 37 169. 

Awdot0g “Heaxieidov (Kexgoridos), ephebe in 
128/7, 37 146. 

Awod@gog, father of Yreat - -, 22. 
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dtovve - -, father of tovdowg, 37 147. 

Atovbotos, father of “Ar0AAdmog, 37 150. 

dtoviovog, archon in 128/7, 37 6, [ss], 57, [o9, st]. 

Avoviciog Aoyévou (Aiavtidog), ephebe in 128/7, 
[37 167 |. 

ftovvowg Atovve - - (Kexogonidog), ephebe in 
128/7, 37 147. 

doviows Atovvoiov IlgoomaAtiog, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 120. 

hovicios (IeoondAtiog), father of tovdaios, 
37 120. 

Swovicwsg (Kepadnjiev), father of Oeddaoos, 

123. 

Mwovicwog (Aynpitets), father of ITAetotiag, 
37 84. 

Nooxveidng AgurtoxAéov PAvevs, ephebe in 128/7, 


Sites 


Kisid@eosg (PiAddys), father of “Artmog, 11 35. 

“Exiyovog (Iagyjttos), father of Myrddaeos, 
1110, and Yredt@y, 11 11. 

‘“Eniyovos ) (Iagyijtttog), prytanis ca. 180/1, 
IEG 

‘Enumsans (Ihdeig), prytanis ca. 174/5, 10 49. 

“Enugatns Tiwovog éx Kydov, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 35. 

“Eximoatidng (Spiros), father of Tiuaozos, 
37 59. 

*Eniutntos ) 
LIEBE 


°Eodtav (Kiaveidns), father of - - - - yo, 


(DiAddyns), prytanis ca. 180/1, 


OT 36. 

‘Eoévviog, iegoxjovg ca. 174/5, 10 5s. 

‘Eousias (Aigmveis), father of “Howeiag, 10 45, 
and ‘Houoyvévyns, 10 46. 

‘ Koueiag ‘ Koueiov (Aigoveis), prytanis ca. 174/5, 
10 45. 

‘Eoueias (é€u Mvowobytns), father of Adésavdgos, 
11 46. 

‘Houeiag ) “Agnveis, iegeig Poopooav nai emi 
Seddog ca. 180/1, 11 62. 

‘Eouéows (Laoyyttog), father of Adyvodagos, 
Eismooos, and Safeivog, 11 15—17. 


“Eowyn, 25 5, 6. 


‘“Kouoyévyng “Koueiov (Aigwvets), prytanis ca. 
174/5, 10 ac. 

Kiavde - - -, father of - - - oc, 37 173. 

Hiaoyidng ~Inagreis, 29. 

Hidogog (Medtevs), father of “Agiotioy, 37 151. 

HbIidou0g “Inmovdervrtidog), father of Inuayooas, 
[37 158]. 

HvduxAns (Beoevuidyg), father of GeoxAjs, 37 116. 

Kixatoos IMeeinov (Byoatebs), prytanis in late 
2nd cent. Ap., 1240. 

Hixans -Koyevs), father of Kagnddwoog, 11 43. 

Hixang (Magadavog), father of ‘Ho@dns, 21. 

Hiuayidng “Aowrtavdoov ‘Exadjvev, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 119. 

Hiundog, father of Ytyoaydeas, 37 93. 

KBiuoanida, 2 73. 

Hivucidyg Aywjteiov Hireaiog, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 126. 

Himooos “EKouégowrog (Laeyjtt0s), prytanis ca. 
1380/1, 011%. 

Hisog0g (Aeapiviog), father of “AoxAnmiadys, 
11 4s. 

Eipnuidng (Koontdns), father of Nuciag, 37 105, 

Hipeomog (Ogiacws), father of Xwomoatns, 
37 2, [34]. 

Evyagurog (IlWevg), prytanis ca. 174/5, 10 50. 

Hiyaouotog (PiAddyns), father of “Aytioyos and 
Adutpiadyns, 11 31, 32. 


Znvodotog Oe0d - - (Kexeomidos), ephebe in 
128/7, 37 148. 

Zonvoos, father of AoxAnniddys, 30. 

Zwomog Movoaiov (&& Mvewodyrtns), prytanis 
ca. 180]/1, 11 45. 

Zoomos |Balxzvaidov Lao(yytH0¢), yoau. Bov- 
AEVTOV CL. 180/1, IU aE, 

Zooywos (Byoaed’s), father of “AroAAdviog and 
[...]ouayog, 12 18—14. 


‘HiwWdao0g ‘HAwodadeov (IlWetg), prytanis ca. 
174/5, 10 48. 

‘Hideo (MWe), father of “HAwda@eog, 10 4s. 

‘Hoaiog (Byoatevds), prytanis in late 2nd cent. a.v., 
I} alike 
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‘HoawdeiOns, father of duddotog, 37 146. 

‘HoavAeidns (Kodovyiev), father of Myvddaoos, 
37 104, 

‘Hoaxdeidng Xarésovg (Hotiadvev), prytanis 
e@. 180/1, 11 39. 

‘“Hoodng Hixiéovg Maoadovos, archon in 

1st cent. Aw, 21): 


‘Hpaot - -, dvuyoapedvs in 128/7, 3758. 


Oaooivos Aaumtoe’s, yoanumateds in 1230 
Feels 

Odooavdo0g Nimootoatov Ilavametbs, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 100. 

Oco - - -, father of Yworedty, 18 1. 

Ocovévns (“Houews), father of Xreardvinos, 
BO Pio 

Qeod - - -, father of Znvddorog, 37 148. 

Os0ddows (Aaumtoevs), father of AAésSavdeoos, 
Wk Gk 

Geodaeidyns, archon in 127/6, 3741, 34. 

Gedda@o0g (MAwvets), father of Nixwy, [6 3]. 

Oedd@o0g Awvvoiov Kepadjdev, ephebe in 128/7, 
3¢ 123. 

Oedd@o0g (Xodagyets), father of Tiwoxoatns, 
37 122. 

OeonAns HidIvudAtovg Beoevuidns, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 116. 

Gedptiog (Laoyjttog), father of Seoamiwy, 1118. 

Oedgiios, father of Agoodioia, 35. 

Ogooinmog “Inmovéooovg “‘Ayaever’s, yvoammatevds 
in 318/7, (5 1). 

OoaovKAns, see PAafiog. 


‘Tégav ‘Avayvedows, ianoétng in 128/17, [37 77]. 

Aéxxiog “Lovdtavog (L'agyjrtos), prytanis ca. 
180) i, 113. 

‘Lov (tog), tegopavtng ca. 174/5 and ca. 180/1, 
HON65) 1155. 

‘lovy. Ilvi0d@e0g (‘Hotwaddev), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 40. 

“Innaeyos (CArradidog), father of Dartidys, 
[37 154]. 

‘Inmovégons (Ayaovets), father of Oooo, 


on | 


KahAw - - (imaneds), father of Kaddinazos, 
37 99. 

Kaddiuazog Kaksme.... Matanebs, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 99. 

Kadiioroatog “Agr - - (Aiyetdog), ephebe in 
1298/7, 37 94. 

Kaonbdao0g Hixiéovg (Hoes), prytamis cd. 
180/1, 11 43. 

Kaotwo Aoyinnov Kvdadnvaeds, ephebe in 
12517; 37 98. 

Kydei{ dng], archon in the Augustan age, 7 [6], 14. 

Kynpw6d@e0g Anuntoiov (Kexgonidos), ephebe 
in 128/7, 37 145. 


Kitros, husband of Agegodiia, 35 4. 


Aauidwy, 31. 

Anvatog, father of “AnoAAopayys, 37 97. 

Avuioxog, archon in 129/8, 37 38s—s9, 57, [69, 81]. 

Avxdpowr (Xodaoveds), father of Mevenoarns, 
37 124. 

Avoiuayos Piokévov Diraidyns, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 87. 

Avoiuazos ( Innovartidos), father of Aowtovinos, 
[37 156]. 


MaSyuavos, see Movyatios. 

Mageivos (Byoaet’s), prytanis in late 2nd cent. 
No Woy WEY iss 

Méu(uiog), ei Poaug ca. 174/5 and ca. 180/1, 
HONS Lise. 

Mevexoatynsg <Avxopoovog Xodaoyets, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 124. 

Mnvodotog (Avtwyidog), father of - - - aeyos, 
Sails 

Myvodotog Aeteudooo0v Tigios, sculptor ca. 
130 z.c., 38 subseription. 

Myvod@eos, tauiag tov smovtadvewyv in the 
Augustan age, 8 3. 

Myvodm@gog Aoyévou (Aiyetdog), 
128/7, 37 89. 

Myvod@gos ~Emtyovov (Lagyjttios), prytanis 
ca. 180/1, 11 10. 

Myvdd@oog ‘Heaxieidov Kohoviiey, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 104. 


ephebe in 
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Mnrecd@gos (Ilaamets), father of ANU TQLOS | 
37 101. 

Miwnog Xosaoyeds, 31. 

M. Movvatiwg Maguuavog Ovonioxos, archon 
GG. 1274/5, 10.2, 

Movoaiog (& Mvewotrtng), father of Zaowog, 
IIE ey 

Migay ) Aauntoets, broyoauuate’s ca. 180/1 
11 63. 

Mvotnog ) (Lagyitnos), prytanis ca. 180/1, 
IN 0, 


Mvottxosg (Laoyjtros), father of Mvotmdég and 


7 


Niwmoxoatyns, 11 20, 21. 

Mvotmos ) “Eooiddnsg, megi tO Biua ca. 180/1, 
11 59. 

Misav (Laoyjttog), father of Apmoodiows, 11 19. 


Néoy Piioxoarov Oivaiog, ephebe in 128/7, 37 15. 

Nixavdo0s Anuntoiov Hiwvuuedts, axovtotjs in 
128/7, [87 75—76, 190—191]. 

Notiag Hignuidov Kownidns, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 105. 

Nuiig ( O7dev), father of Ivotidog, [37 195-196]. 

NmoxdAyjg, archon in 302/1, [6 1]. 

Nocouris Anuynteiov PAveis, ephebe in 128/7, 
Selle 

Naoxndns (Pauvovos), father of - - - -, 37 168. 

Nimoxoatns Mvotimod (Lagyijttiog), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 21. 

Nutooteatos, 18 3. 

Nudotoatos (Ilaaveis), father of Odgoavdeos, 
37 100. 

Ninoy AséSdog Bynoitios, nadoteipys in 128/7, 
[37 7, 180-181]. 

Ninoy GeodaHoov Miovets, yoammaters in 302/1, 
[6 3]. 

Ninoy ... dd00v (‘Adaedg), prytanis ca. 174/5, 
10 11. 


Zevoniig (Hiavopyevs), father of Mosvagzos, 28 3. 
“Odvunidda@o00g Adbtondéovg OGogimog, ephebe in 


128/7, 37 125. 
“Odvunog (Medtevds), father of Stoatav, 10 53. 


‘Ovnomog Stepynpogov (Aikovevds), prytanis ca. 
174/5, 10 44. 

‘Ovitag (Koddvteds), father of Sra(ridos), 
Tiles: 


Ovomioxos, see Movvatios. 


MAsiotiag Novvoiov Kypueds, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 84. 

HoAvaivetog ‘AubxaAov Sxaufpovidns, ephebe in 
128/7, 37 107. 

HoAvagyosg ZevoxAsovg Hbwvuuevds, 28 3—4. 

TloAbyaguog, orator in 127/6, 375. 

OVA (m0g) Hourniavos (l'aeyijttos), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 28. 

HoagitéAng PiAodjuov (Laoyittuog), prytanis 
ea. 180/1, 11 24. 

Ilgeiuog (Byoaevs), father of Hixaiwoos, 12 10. 

Hoatoyévns, father of DavoxdAns, 37 153. 

P12, Ilvdayooag (Byoatevds), prytanis in late 
2ndweenta Asm... 1 Qe9: 

‘Toby (w0g) =Ilvddd@e0g (' Hotiaddev), 
ca. 180/1, 11 40. 

Ilviiiag “Anoddwviov (Atradidog), ephebe in 
128/47, 137 178) 

Iveotvog (Kvdartidns), father of Adnvaydoas, 


prytanis 


37 114. 

Ili0Q05 Anuoudeidov Tevdodows, ephebe in 128/7, 
BC Bile 

Tlvoritog Nuidog “Ondev, togdtyg in 128/7, 
[37 76, 195—196]. 


AlA(tos) ‘PhyAog (Lagyijtuos), prytanis ca. 
ASO) 1, 11 2. 


Safetvos ‘“Kouéowtos (L'agyjttos), prytanis ca. 
1S0/1, W115. 

Seoaniav Oeopidov (Laoyijttios), prytanis ca. 
SKOH Ti, el ay 

Séviog (Kayjrros), father of AwoAAddotog, 37 108. 

Simos, father of Ayudvacoa, 32. 

suou TL] |... nog (Adaeds), prytanis ca. 174/5, 
10 10. 

SoAninios, 23. 
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Sra(tidiog) °“Ovitoe(os) Koddv(rebg), prytanis 
ca. 180/1, 11 26. 

Yrepnpooos (Algovets), father of “Ayvog, “Ovajot- 
Mos, and Stepypdoos, 10 42-44. 

Srepnpooos Xtepynpooov (Aifovevs), prytanis 
Ca. 174/5, 10 42. 

Xroayogag HvuijAov (Aiveidog), ephebe in 
128) 7, 30 93. 

Xroat - - Aodaeov, 22. 

Yroatévamog Oeoyévov “Eouetos, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 127. 

Xrodtov ~OdAbunov Mehted’s, yoau. Povdsevtwv 
Ca. 174) 5, 10 53. 

Srodtav “Eniyovov (laeyijrtos), prytanis ca. 
130) tele 

Saoipiog TéA@vog  YPadys, ephebe in 128/7, 37111. 

Sooipiog PAadnvaiov (Komaets), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 50. 

Soowevns Iaavieds, 33. 

Soouwpévng (DAddys), father of ‘AroAA@rog, 1134. 

Soomoatys Hbpooviov Ogidows, yoauuateds in 
127/65 30 1—, [sa]: 

Sootoatn Hiagyidov “Inagvéasg yvvij, 29. 

Paoroat Oso—=—, 18 1. 

Soradag Yoraddov Pi[Aaidyns?], ephebe in 128/7, 
atl OR 

Sortadag (PtAaidys?), father of Yaoradag, 37 92. 

Yoradys Lorésov Lodevs, SnAoudyos in 128/7, 
[37 75, 185]. 

SoréAns (‘Hotuaddev), father of “Apyadondnes, 
“Hoaxdeiéns, and Pidinmos, 11 37-39. 

LoréAng (Lwdevs), father of Sarddyns, 37 [7], 
185-186. 

Saparvys  Anuoxvoarov 
128/7, 37 102. 

Lapdog Lapidov “Homeeds, ephebe in 128/7, 


Taavieds, ephebe in 


bys, 


37 88. 
Sagpiros ( Houmec’s), father of SaqiAosg, 37 83. 
Sopiog (Koddvted’s), father of Pis@v, 87 90. 
Snow’ T'[.]\l..xog (AAaeds), prytanis ca. 174/5, 
10 10. 


Tstoig §=Pt -— — = 
128/7, 37 157. 


(‘Insodarvtidos), ephebe in 
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Téhov (Yfadns), father of Yootfios, 37 11. 

Tiuaoyos ~Erumoatidov Xpijttos, orator cd. 
128/7, 37 59. 

Tywwonans AnuondAeidov Kyroteis, 
1238/7, 37 88. 

Timoxoatns “Adegavdoov Ilorauos, 
128/75 37 109. 

Tywoxoatyg Oso0dmoov Xohagoyers, 


ephebe in 
ephebe in 


ephebe in 
128/7, 37 122. 
Tiuayv (éx Kydor), father of *“Hraucgatnsg, 37 85. 


lod 


To ----, tauiac in the Augustan age (?), 7 13. 


Paps Pafiavog Magavarogs, “ijev§ Povais xai 
Onuov Ca. 180/1, plac 

Paviag, father of Sviagias, 6 commentary. 

PavoxAns Mowroyévov (Kexooridos), ephebe in 
128/7, 37 153. 

di - - - (Innova@rtidos), father of Tetoug, 37 157. 

Puiiadjvaos (CHouaevs), father of Sadifios, 
11 50. 

Pitinn0g Lawtésovg (‘Hotiadvev), prytanis ca. 
Opal Len 

PiAodnuos (Maoyjtttog), father of IoagitéAns, 
I i bepl 

PiAoxoatns (Oivaiog), father of Néwy, 37 115. 

diiogevog (Ptdaidns), father of  Avoiuayos, 
37 87. 

PiAdoteatog, father of AewoxdArs, 37 152. 

Piiav Sapisov KoAdvtets, ephebe in 128/7, 
37 90. 

Pihov Pidovog Madanveds, ephebe in 128/7, 
[37 172]. 

PDidov (addnveis), father of Piswoyv, [37 172]. 

Piiovidng Agwrouevov IooomddAtios, ephebe in 
123) Uya3( tae. 

Pia (fos) Ateouevs ve(@tEegos), 
hoplite general ca. 190 a.p., 13 3—4. 

Tlou(meovtog) PAapiavog (Taeyjrtiog), prytanis 
ca. 180/1, 11 14. 

Titog Piafiog OgacvnAng “Aguoroddyou Iloo0- 
maATIOS, 36. 

Meu’ PAdexog, archon ca, 180/1, 111. 

Pov(tHt05) Magmog (Lagjrt0g), prytanis ca. 
180/1, 11 23. 


PiAooteatos 
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PvAasiag Paviov ‘Avayvedows, 6 commentary. 
Povridns “Innagyou (Kexooridos), ephebe in 
128/77, 37 154. 


Xaigestedty Xaigepdvovg “Aryvéw@s vyatyo, 
28 5-6. 


Xagepavng ‘Atyveds, father of Naiwecrodrn, 


Xdons (Ulaavevs), father of Xdons, 37 96. 

Xaeuidys (Tbs), father of - - - -, 38 subserip- 
tion. 

Xojot0s (Magavaviog), xooujtijg in early 3rd 
cent. a.p., father of Ado. Amgiarvds, 27 5. 

[. .]noixertog Komonos, 31. 


[. . .]d@o0g (‘AAaevs), father of Nixwy, 10 11. 


[- - -]Awwos ) (Byoaed’s), prytanis in late 2nd 
cent. Asp, 12 12: 

[..-Juazog Zaoiuov (Byoaeis), prytanis in 
late 2nd cent. a.v., 12 14. 

--- - aoezog Myyvodotov (Avtozidog), ephebe 
IDE Si ty SU taly 

~---- vng ) (Byoaeds), prytanis in late 2nd 
cent, Ap. 12 15 

----- og Hiavde - - CAvttozidog), ephebe 
in 128/7, 37 173. 

---- 0g Atoyyyirov ‘Pauvotows, ephebe in 
1286/7, 37 icy. 

Si Notoxréovg “Pauvovows, ephebe in 
128/737 a8. 

----- nS Hoatwvog Hixvaidns, proedros in 
127/6, 37 36—s7. 

SSP oe= a= vos Nepaanvev, yoaumateds in 
128/7, 37 [57-38], 69—70. 


NAMES OF EMPERORS 


Kaica|oo|¢| Lef|aco|tov, 21 2. 
f v, 


Tipéowo|s KAabdws Kaicag)}, 20. 


[Abroxoatog |i ‘Adouav@ °Odvynio, 24. 


GEOGRAPHICAL 


do.avic : ‘Adotavidos, 12 4. 
Agnvietds, 11 62; “Agnvtéws, [10 3]. 
‘Adjvar : ‘Adivyow, [2 30]. 

Adnvaios: “Adnvaio, [5 8], 19 1. 
Aiaytis, [37 165]. 

Aiynis : Aiyetdog, 112, 371, [34], 86. 
Aigovevs : Aigmveis, 10 41. 
*Anauaytis : Axauaytidos, 8 6, 37 121. 
Adaets : ‘Adateis, 10 6. 

Avayvoacis, 6 9-10, [37 77]. 
Avtozis (Attic tribe), 37 170. 
Anodovia : AnoAAwvia, 38 citations 27, [s1]. 
Aoagirvios : Agapyyiot, 11 47. 

"Aoyog : “Agyet, 38 citations [14, 17]. 
"Aowosg mayos, 271. 

AoxdAnmetov : “AoxAnmeio, 7 11. 
‘Arnvevs, 28 2, 6. 

Atraris, 37 174. 


: ae Nee by GP g 
Attinosg : Atrimyy, 37 24. 


‘Ayaovets, [5 1]. 


Beoevucidns, 37 116. 
Byovtos, 37 7, [181]. 


Bryoaets : Byoaets, 12 8. 


Taoyytmos, 1153; Laoyyrto, 114. 
I'(e)Aéovteg » PAeovt@v, 2 35, 47. 


Aenedcets, 5 3. 

AeApoi : AeAois, 38 citations [18], 24. 
Andog : AjA@, 38 citation [13]. 
Atonaeds : Aouaetg, 11 51. 

Aodavn : dwdovy, 38 citations 25, 28. 


Hiteatos, 37 126. 
“Euadjvev, 37 119. 
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“Hoeydnis : ° Hoezveibog, 37 82. Na(v)aaxtiog : Na(v)maxtia, 32. 
-Houaed’ys :° Houcaeig, 11 49. 
Howmeevs, 37 88. "Onder, [37 76, 196]. 


Homes, 37 127. Oivaios, 37 115. 


acca ons alte Oivnis, 37 between 128 and 141; Olvyids, 16 1. 

onteee = Bente tha Olov : && Olov, 37 106. 

“Hotawvev, 11 36. 

Hixvoidns, 37 36—37. 

Kbovouets, 28 4, [37 7, 191]. Hatamets, 33, 37 96, [99, 100], 101, 102. 
Tlatovidns, 11 60. 


Tladanvedts, 37 172. 


Onfar : OjPats, 38 citations [11], 21, 22, [s0, 32]. Navéwvic : Havdvvidos, 17, 37 95. 
Oogixtos, [37 125]. Tlapws : agin, 251, 2. 
Oguacwog, 37 [2], 34. Tlevqae’s : Ietgaet, 37 25. 


debs : MWeig, 10 47. 

TlAataai : MAataaisg, 38 citation 6. 
Tawdets, [6 3]. 

Tlotautog, 37 109. 


*Inagwevs, 6 7-8; “Inagtéws, 29. 
"Iupoos : “Lufpow, 19 2. 


“Inmovarvtis, 37 155. : 
TlooomaAtiog, 36, 37 118, 120. 
TItoAguais : ITroAguaiébog, 37 112. 
Kenoonic : Kexoomidog, 5 4, [7], 10 3-4, [87 144]. 
Kegadnisy, 37 | 57—58, 69—70|, 123. He : = 
es 2 Sool Papvobowws, 37 168, 169. 
Kyooi : &k Kndeyv, 37 85. 


Ayttw0g, 37 108. 


Knguieds, 37 83, 84. Sadauis, 45 Ladauiva, 37 21. 

Koddvtets, 1126, 37 90. SxauBovidys, 37 107. 

Kohovijev, 37 104. Auudg : Seiddog, 11 62. 

Kénonos, 31. Soumed’s, 34, 37 33b, [83m], 37-38, f50—51], [61], o4. 
Koamnidng, 37 105. Steuevys : Srewiéwas [12 3], 13 4. 

Kvdadnvaets, [37 9]. Zpryttos, 37 59. 

Kvdarridns, 37 114. S@hedvs, 37 [75], 186. 


; Tagoevs, [37 76, 201]. 
Aauntoevs, 11 58, 63, 37 77. 


Aefadeia : Acfadeia, 38 citations 26, 29. 
Aevnotaiviog : Aevxotawiay, 2 36. 


TewWodows, [37 91]. 
Tiowg : Tio, 38 subscription. 


Aewrvtig : Aewytidos, [6 2], 37 103; Aewrrids, 161. 


Ajuvos : Anuv@, 19 2. ‘Yfadns, 37 110, 111. 

Magadéviog, 11 1, 27 5-6; Magadeviov, [21]. PiAdodys : Prddat, 11 30; PiAaidyg, 37 87, [92]. 
Mehrevg, 10 53, [37 151]. PAveds, 37 118, 11%. 

Mynte@oyv, 37 70. 

Movoeiov : Movoeiov, 26. Xadnis : Xaduidt, 38 citations [15, 19, 20]. 


Mveworvvtn : && Mvewordyrngs, 11 44. Xohsagyed’s, 31, 37 122, 124 
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FESTIVALS, MONTHS, GAMES, AND DEITIES 


Agnoia, 14 o. ‘Hoaxes ra év Xadxids, 38 citation [20]. 
Adnvaia, 2 [22], 80. "Hpaotos, [2 85]. 

Adnvaia Poatoia, 2 49. 

Aias, 37 79. Oéus, 2 60. 

Aoynyetns, 2 67. Onosia, 37 17. 


Ooentos, 2 69. 
Bondeouay, 37 [2], 35. 
Keieos, 2 72. 
oe A Kovon Ilamin, 25 i—2. 
Taunhorv, 5 2. st td 
Kovootodpos, [2 24]. 
AéAyos, 2 66. et ae 
ar Avmaa, 38 citation [16]. 
38 citation 13. 
Anuytne, 2 62, [75], 14 3-4. 
Anuos, 37 8. 


Ane, 25 1. 


AjAwa ta &éy Anir@ f 
/ A@) Avxovoyia, 9 2. 


Movvigior, [6 4]. 


AioxAos, 2 11. Naa ta év dwdeovy, 38 citations 25, 28. 

Mtovicwa ta év dotet, [37 52]. Néuea, 38 citations s, [10]. 

Atévvoos, [2 86, 5 2], 23, 37 [15], 62. Nvupaia ta év “AnoAAwvia, 38 citations 27, [31]. 
‘Euatoupay, 2 31. “Odvuria, 38 citations 3, 23. 


*Ehagnpohoy, [37 59, 71]. 

“Hheviéqua ta éu I,ataais, 38 citation 6. 
*“Eievoivia, [37 53], 38 citations 1, 7, [9]. 
"Hy = === (?), 2 83. 


“Howns, 2 82. 


Ilavadjvaia, 3753, 38 citations 2, 12. 
TloAbSevos, 2 6s. 
Ilia, 38 citation 4. 


; ‘Pouaia ta év Xadnidt, 38 citations [15, 19]. 
Hotia, 2 79. 


HiwoAmos, 2 65. Soto ta év AeApots, 38 citations [1s], 24. 


ZEvs, 37 22. Toopova ta év Aefadeia, 38 citations 26, 29. 
Leis “Hones, 2 61. 
Zevg Poatowws, 2 4. Peooepattn, 2 63. 


Pocpooot, 11 62. 
‘Hoaia ta év “Aovet, 88 citations [14], 17. 
‘Hodvjea ta év Onfats, 38 citations [11], 21, 22, Kaos, 2 si,03 6 
ee a= DP ES a eM ae ea @vog (month), 2 19. 
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GENERAL 


ayadog : ayadet, [37 48]; dyady, [7 11, 82], 102, 
[3762]; dyadd, 37 02. 

ayadas : péAttota, 11. 

ayévewos : dpevelovg, 38 citations 7, 10. 

ayood : ayood, [37 5a, 67]. 

ayov : ayoouw, [37 53]. 

adméeo + ddimovuev@, 1 7. 

aiogé@ : aioedy, 1 2. 

aiow : joavto, [37 11]. 

dioitosg : diovwot, 10 55, 11 54; dioirovg, 10 4, 
Ii By PB WSS. 

aitéo : aitobyta, [8 7s]. 

dnovtmotis : dxovtistny, [37 75, 189]. 

aAAjAoy : dAAjdovg, [37 44]. 

dAhog : dAAw, [712]; GAA@y [78]; dAAows, 37 62. 

aupoost’s, 2 27. 

ay, 18, 13, [8.3\. 

dyvayxalos : dvayxdaiayv, 37 20. 

avayogevoig : dvayogevoems, [37 53, 74]. 

avayoapy : dvayoapiy, 37 [55, 67], 79. 

avayoaga : advéyeapay, 105, 113, [12 6, 13 s—9]; 
avayodwat, [9 6—7], 37 [54, 66], 78. 

avadecig : dvaveow, [710], 87, [387 55-56, 67, 79]. 

avadAoua, [37 56, 6s]. 

avacteépa : dvactoapértes, [37 19]. 

avatiOni : dvédnue, [25 6]; dvédnnav, 37 273 
avédeoay, 17. 

avernaAntas, 37 26. 

aveinoy : dveineiv, [37 52]. 

avijg : dvdoas, 38 citations 1, 2, [3], 4, 8, [9], [11], 
12, 18, [14], 15, 16, 17, 18, [19, 20], 21, 22, 28, 24, 25, 
26, [27], 28, 29, [30, 31], 32. 

dvtyoapevs, 11 60, 37 as. 

agios, 37 18, 42. 

dmayye,Aw : amayysAdet, 37 6o—61. 

amayvtTnorsg : anavtnow, 37 10-11. 

dnag : dndvtwy, [78]; daytag, [5 7]; andoag, 
37 19, 48; dadoag, [77], 37 10, 40-41. 

G0, 9906, 1 15). 

amoyoapa : anoyoayy, [1 6-7]. 


anodeikvum + aodenmviuevol, 37 46. 


a7 


dsmodnuia : amodnutay, 37 18. 

anodidamu : anodidoow, [11]; amodaon, [1 4]; 
anodwWévra, [15]; ao0dWore, [1 7]. 

dmoxtelva + dméuteway, 5 5. 

AMOMETOOY + AMOMETOa, 2 76. 

AMOTATTO $ AMOTETAYMEVOV, 37 80. 

anotiva : dnotwéta, [18]; amotiver, 5 11. 

anopaiva : axopatvovow, [7 2]. 

dgety : doetic, [5 1, 9 6], 276, [387 s1]. 

douIjmesS : dowWwoy, ST 45. 

doy : doynv, [15, 37 39]. 

doyo : joxvev, [16 2]; foge, 3739; doxy, 1 3. 

doyav : doyovtos, 4, 51, [6 1, 71, 6, 14, 9 8, 
10% V2 4 Tei 21S Salad eae lee ec 
[c9, 81]; Goyorra, 111, [37 35, 74]. 

dotu : dotet, [37 52]. 

abviéw : nidAer, [16 1]. 

abtoxedtao : adtoxedtogt, [24 3]. 

atts : abrov, [7 10, 8 4,7); avrorv, [5 6], 815, 
[37 51]; atra [37 11]; see also tavta, adtar, 
37 21, 41, [7]; adtovc, 56, [37 65]; adrag [1 2]. 


avtov, see éavtov. 


péAtiota, See ayavas. 

Piua, 1159. 

Biog : Biov, 18 4. 

fovdevtijo.oy : PovdAgutnoig, [8 4-5]. 

Bovdevtns : BovAevtayv, 10 52, 11 53. 

Bova, [8 s—9], 37 [29, 33e], 177, [182, 187, 192, 197], (2& 
‘Aoiov mayou) 272; Bovdis, 1157, 58, [37 48, 49—50, 
63]; PovAy, [8 1, 72,11, 82, 37 48, 50]; Boudry, 
[7 9, 37 66]. 

fovAoua : BovAoueva, 1 13. 

Bows, 222; Boe, 2 50; Bods, [87 11]. 

Boog : Bougd, 1059, 11 56. 


yiyvoua + yevousvng, [37 40]; yevouevoy, 37 56, 
[ss]; yevouevorg, [37 46-47]; yeyovora,’ 37 63. 


pray > pyeuny, [87 49]. 
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yoauuatevs (fovdevtoy), 10 52, 11 535 voaL, 
Povang wai djuov, 11 58; yoeau. tov Sdijuov, 
[37 ws]; yoau. (pnPov), [37 wi]; yvoau. tov 
Kata mwevtaveiav, 37 55, [66]. 

yeaumatebo@ > Eygauuatevev, 5 1-2, [6 s—4|, 37 2, 
34—35, 58, [70]. 

yoamtos : yoamtis, 7 10. 

yoa~a : Eyoagerv, 25 4. 

yuuvucos > youvacotg, [37 53]. 


QF 


ree ¢ 2 = Qe ae = 5 
yurn, 29 4, 317, 338, 3855; yuvam@r, 37 63-64. 


dadodzyos, 10 57. 
Gare, ay WG, 7508) 224 (3 a], Be, [bey 14, 6) 44, 


+ Qn - > 
6], 9 6, 37 9, (10, 11], 15, 16, 19, 21, 23, 24, 27, 28, 


[35, 39, 40], 42, [44, 49, 58, 54, 55, 64, 66, 67, 73a, 74], 


déxatog : dexdtng, [6 2]; dSexdret, [6 4, 5, 37 59]. 

déoua : déouatt, 3 6. 

debtegog : devtéod, [2 5]. 

déyouat : é0éSato, 151; déyecda, 37 62. 

O7uog, 37 30, [33 f], 178, [183, 188, 193, 198]; Srjeov, 1157, 
58, [37 39, 63, 64, 78]; Snug, 114, 3.1, [5 3,7, 69, 
37 4, 37, 62, 72, 80]; Smuov, [5 8], 27-14, 50, 
[66]. 

Onucoloyv : Oyuodia@, 18. 

du (with genitive), 18 4; (with accusative), [7 9], 
37 11. 

duadimacia : dtadmaciay, [1 7]. 

dtaxaAd@ : Staxa@dbn, 1 12. 

dudonuos : Suaonuctatoy, [26 |. 

duatedéo : dtetédeoer, [37 51]; duetédAecay, 37 8-9. 

Otatnoé@ : OtetIONGEV, 37 44, 

dibdoxahog : SWdonahot, [37 21]. 

Owaoxnw : €didaoxe, 16 2. 

dian: Oovvat, 5 9. 

dumaoobvy : duatoobyys, [37 si]. * 

OucaotHolov, 1 6, 8, 11. 

Stoinnots : Swomnoe, [37 56, 67—68, 79]. 

btOfohog : OtaofodAot, 1 10. 

doxéw : doxet, [87 sc]; gdogerv [3 1, 5 3], 6 8, 
[37 4, 37, 72]; ddfp, 114; deddzda, [57, 711], 

82, [37 48, 62]. 

doazuy : doazuay, [9 6). 


dedMog : doduoug, [37 12]. 
Ovo, 2 50, 9 3; dvoty, 15. 
Says 12,08, 6,0. Sihy wee 

éavtov : éavtois, [7 9]; abtovs, 10 4; éavtovs, 
Liss) [12 5), 13%, 37 an, [acl 

EPdouwos : EBdouns, [5 1]. 

Eyyoapy : Eyyoapais, [376]. 

fOQauov, See TOEYO. 

ef, (dito), 

eludg : eluadag, [37 35]. 

EiKOOTOS : ElKOOTH, 37 35-363 Elnootet, 37 60. 

eixay : elxdvog, [710]; ixdvog, 8 7. 

elui : 7}, 118; ore, 17,9; dy, 13; dvt@v, [87 45]. 

elvexey, See Evena. 

einov : einev, [5 3, 6 10, 37 5, 37, 59, 60, 73]; elon- 
méva@, 111. 

sig, [5 8, 714, 9 6], 37 21, [88], 46, [49], 50, [55, 67, 
Rl vanes eget 

elg : aud, [37 59]. 

elodyo : elojyayov, [37 15]; eiodywot, [1 11]; 
eloayovtay, [1 6]. 

eloitiowog : eioitjoia, [37 6]. 

én, 12) 2 (le, 20), 38545, 77, [7 7], 1144, 37 [rol cane 
15) A aly GU ile 

ExaOTOS : Exadotns, 110; éxaotov, 3 4, [37 77]. 

éxateoos : éxatéow@y, 37 18; éxatéoovs, 37 42. 

EKATOY, 37 45. 

éxuAnota, [5 2, 6 5-6], 37 [3, 36], 60, [72]; ermAn- 
cia, [37 49]. 

Eutosg : &utyn, 2 [28], 44. 

Edaov : &datov, [2 2]. 

él, See év. 

By, Lal i, [Dele 1 G10), tie 4 lial Onl LO 
37 [3], 6, 19, 28, [27, 36, 40], 42, [52, 55], 60, [61], 63, 
66, [67, 78], 38 citations [11], 13, [14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 
20], 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, [80, 31, 32]; eu 38 
citation 6. 

évena, [5 8], [96], 277, [87 51]; évener, [37 65]; 
elvenev, 25 3. 

évéyvoov, [18]. 

évuuvtog : Eviavtov, 111; éuavr@, [7 7]; eviavtoy, 
[7 14, 37 88]. 


&vog : Evel, 5 2. 
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é6, see &x. 

bE, 2 al. 

eFayoyyn, 19. 

éEatéo : eEatovvtt, [1 8]. 

Sew : &Féotw, 1 4. 

émawéw : enjvecev, 5 6; énawéoa, [5 7, 7 12, 
8 2, 9 5, 37 50, 64, 74]. 

émewWay, 1 14. 

émetoyj, [5 3, 6 10, 71, 87 5, $7]. 

émeuu : Ervovoay, [37 49]. 

éxt (with genitive), [4], 51, [61], 7 |i, 6b 44, 
[9 102] ellis ee, haan set Seas rot. 
[26], 37 2, 5, % 22, 94, (ssl, oz, [eo], si; (with 
dative) 15, 2 32, 44, 1059, 1156, 37 [56], 67, 
[79]; ép’, 37 63; éai (with accusative), 9 3, 
(122, 13.3, 37 33]. 

EMIVOAP : Exivyoapaoda, 1 5. 

EmidEntos : émidentot, 5 4, émtdéutove, [5 7]. 

EmmeAgoua : éreuedijn, [37 40]; émmeuedjovdat, 
[7 8]; émeAndjvar, 37 54, [74]. 

EmyEeAntHS : Extuedntat, 1 6; éemmedntov, 1 5; 
Emuedntas, 97, 37 74. 

ETMOKEVaSM + ErtOKEvagw@ow, 11. 

émiotacia : Emiotacias, [37 40]. 

EMIPEO@ * ENVEVKOV, 3 9. 

Emizovoos : éuiyobow, [7 11]. 

EMYZOQE@ : EmtyooHoam, [7 9, 14]; emumeyoonodat, 
[8 5-6]. 

Exupnpisa : éexnepnpiser, [5 2], 6 -—7, 373-4, [36, 72]. 

Ema, 37 45, 

érovuuos, 12 7. 

govoy, 25 3. 

EG ISCOmelG 

éotia : Eotias, [37 7]. 

éoyaoa : €oydoas, 37 15. 

Etegog : Eteoov, [17], 2 30. 

SOS, 21 B03 Sify 9) Be 

eveoyvetTns, 20; eveovéeratg, [37 41]. 

evvola : evvolas, 5 8. 

evoépera : edoepeias, [37 65]; edoefing, 25 3—4. 

evoynudvas, 37 13, 23, [27]. 

edtagia : etragiag, 37 39, [44]. 

ép, see esi. 

épnfebo : épynfevoaytes, 37 [5], s1. 


épnfog : épipov, 37 40, [44, 50], 61, 62; &pryfovg, 
37 33d, 33h, [38], 52, 65. 
éyo : €yov, [37 51]; eyovra [1 7]. 


Saxogeva : Saxogevorvtos, 18 5. 


i, [14]. 

NUEO — — =, 81 25- 
HuEod : Wueoas, 1 10. 
Huiyovy, 2 3. 


foams : fewt, [2 66]. 


JaAdos : VaAAod, [712], 8 5, [37 7-7]. 

Ved : VeaTs, 37 26. 

Véatooy : Veato@, [37 3, 36, 60]. 

Jeds : Veov, 3720; Ved, 3716; Vedv, 37 23, [33]; 
Yeoig [87 10, 41, 62]; Veovs, [37 65]. 

Yuyatno, 28 6, 314, 35. 

Jvoia : Juoiatg, 3715, 43; Yuolas, 77, 3710, 40, [61]. 

Jo : Wovow, [2 74]; ever, 37 63; EJdoev [37 40, 
61]; édvoay, 37 [22], 24; Bdoartes, [37 6]; 


tedunévat, [77]; DvEetat, 2 30. 


idwog : Wier, [7 7]. 

idtotys : wuoty, [17]. 

igoatev@ : igoatevorvtos, 18 3-4. 

igoavAns, 11 61. 

igoea : ieoéa, 2 75. 

iegevds, 10 8; (Paopoowy), 11 62; ieoéwg, 37 7. 

igoewovvoy : icgemovva, 2 [4], 23, 39, 52. 

igooxnovs, 10 5s. 

iegdv, [3 4]; legod, 14 2; ieo@, [9 7]; iegois, 
37 11, 63. 

igoopavtns, 10 56, 11 55. 

mov, see eixav. 

torn : otjoat, [9 7, 37 55, 67, 78]; lotauévov, 2 20, 
28, [6 4-5 kk 37 2. 


xavdareo, 1 7. 

xnadagua : xaddouata, 3 8. 
xadaedsg : xadagmy, 2 8. 
KadKO + KAI nKOboaS, [7 7-8]. 
Kaviotnut : xatactadeis, [9 3]. 
xadas, [1 2]. 
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mat, 11, 5,9, 12, 14, 248, 38 [1], 5, 5 [2, 3], 6, [s], 
[6s], 73,4, [6], 8, [2], 12, [8 4,5, 6, 9 5, 6 7], 
DONS W135 50, 8; ei, 62, (12%) 138], 19 2; 
P2drele 25, 37 [457], 859) 105 ty 18, 16, 17) 49, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 86, [27], 88c, 35, 37, [39], 40, [41], 42, 
[44], 51, 52, 53, [54, 55], 60, 62, [63], 64, 65, [6s, 67, 
72, 73a, 74, 75, 76], 77, [7s, 79], 38 subscription. 

Kalvos : xawwois, [37 52]. 

HaA@S, 37 23. 

KAVYPOCE : KaYHPoonoacay, 18 2. 

“ata (with accusative), 112, 2 6, 21, [3 4], 37 17, 
[35, 39, 51], 55, 59, [66, 80]; vat’ (with accusative), 
[37 35]. 

nataKnépasa, 3 10-11. 

xatag(t)a@cg, 37 4s. 

KATEYG) > KaATEYOVOW’, 37 24. 

HATOWKED + KaTOMODYTES, 19 1. 

KEpadAaoy, 2 16. 

KEpaAy : KEMadATs, 2 43, 56. 

KHOVS : “RHOVKL, 2 42, 55; KNAOVS (PBovajs xai 
Onuov), 11 57. 

HAHTHO : KANTHOOW, 1 5. 

xAvovzé@ : xALovzovvtos, 18 6. 

Kowds : xowAS, [B77]; nowy, 7 3. 

KoouNtHS, 37 32, [38], 613 xoountod, 273, [877]; 
xoounty, [37 9]; xoountyy, [37 33), 50, 64]; 
Koountaic, 37 47. 

KOEUAOTOS : KOEuaoTa, [1 4]. 

xo : KHOWGY, 2 2%, 57. 

HOLOS, 2 64. 

xOUTOS, 2 70; xOITH, 2 22. 

utiotns : utioty, [24 2]. 


xvotos : xvoia, [5 2, 6 6, 37 3]. 


Aayyave : Aayovtas, [37 48-49]. 

Aaupaves : Aaupavew, 3 6. 

Aaumas : havadda, 37 23. 

ZEITOYVOUOYV + AETTOYVO)MLOVA, 2 38; AELTOYYMMOVE, 

2 51. 

AEitovoyéi@ + EXeitovoyynoav, 37 19. 

hidwog : AWiver, [37 55]; AWivy, [9 7, 37 67]; 
AWivny, [37 78]. 


Rove : Aoboerat, [3 11]. 


Uadnua : wadjuaow, [37 40]. 

uddora, [37 16]. 

udetvg : udotvoas, [1 5]. 

mEStuUVOS, 2 26; wéduuvoL, 2 58. 

Medsoual : ueuednuévoy, 25 2. 

MEAL: wéditog, [2 3]. 

uév, [19], 712, [37 o2]. 

MeQiSa : ueotoat, [37 56, 67, 79]. 

wetad (with genitive), 37 [7], 41, 62; wer (with 
genitive), 3741; werd (with accusative), 1141, 
37 38, 57, [69], [si]; wet (with accusative), 37 ss. 

fey, [1 4, 5, Gye eouLo. 

any > unva, 2 6, 21. 

Mytoeetuy, 37 70. 


MvoTtiotoyv > uvotnotioig, 37 12. 


vavmnyot : vavinyayv, 1 9. 

vate, [1 1]. 

véog : véa, [5 2]; ve(@tegos), 18 4. 
vewM@oloy : vEwolov, 1 2. 

vund@ : évina, [16 1]; évinnoer, 9 4. 
youog : vouov, [37 51]; vououg, 37 17, [29]. 


Y@TOV : VO TOV, 2 41. 


SbAwosg : SvAwa, 1 4. 
bAoy : gvAa, 3 5. 
Evupaaro : Svupardecdar, [37 49]. 


wr Orr 


éydoo0g : 6vddy, [5 2]. 

dds : tdde, [9 6], 37 [54, 66], 73; tade, 2 30. 

oivog : oivov, [2 1, 27]. 

Ofc, 2 18, 15, 60, 61, 62, 65, [66, 67, 68, 71, 72, 79, 80, 83, 
65588 |i OU, eats 

onto, 1 10. 

duovota : dudvouay, [37 44]. 

ovoua, 1 14. 

émditng : dmAitag, [13 3]. 

érhouayos : dmAomayov, [37 75, 184-185]. 

érhov : 6xA@, [710]; SwAowg, 8727; datAa, [12 2]. 

émasg, 1 13, [8 8]. 

6005, 14 1. 

és, [713]; fo [3761]; 6, [87]; % [51, 6 2], 
371, [34, 57, 69]; Hv, [3751]; 6, 8759; ov, 37 60; 
oig, 37 63. 


6otlg : O,tt, 1 8. 


LOG JAMES H. OLIVER 


étt, 37 16, [50]. 
odtos : tovrov, [87 52]; tavra, [15], 2 74, 79; 
ee Sm oe 
rovtav, 111, 8 8, [37 49]. 


dpetam : dpetdovtas, [17, 8]; dperdvtar, [1 3]. 


naynoatiov, 38 citations 1, 2, 4, 8, [11], 15, 16, 17, 
21, 22, 23, 24, [27], 28, 29, [30]. 

MAaVYOS : wayov, 27 1. 

madotoiBns : madoreipyy, 37 [74-75], 179-180. 

mais: naid@y, [161], 37 63. 

maaan : aaAnyv, 88 citations [3], 7, [9], 10, 12, 13, 
[14], 18, [19, 20], 25, 2c, [31], 32. 

maga (with genitive), 1 7. 

TAEAaviyYOUaL : MaoayEVOUuEVOL, 37 22; maQayEVo- 
“évous, 5 7. 

raoadidau : tagadaoy, [1s]. 

MAOAKAAED : MaoaKasovow, 79; MaoaKnadséoayteEs, 
37 25, 

maoadaupavea : magédapov, [1 2]; magasafortt, 
(dai 

TAS + wAVTAS, 31 12-13. 

meWaoyéw + meWagyovytes, 37 9. 

méumtos : wéunty, 2 32, 37 [2], 3. 

negi (with genitive), 1 9, 11, [87 49]; (with 
accusative), 11 59. 

TAOS : tAovy, 37 21. 

moo + émoinoav, 38 subscription; ésoijoayto, 
37 [10], 16; émoujoavto, 387 213; moujoacvat, 
710, [8 7]; sotovuevyn, 8 9. 

MoiNGtg : MowGew@s, [37 73a]. 

WOMs : mOAEwsS, [20]; mode, [1 4]; wOdeor, 
37 18—19. 

TOMMEV : EMOVMEvoay, 37 14, 22. 

Tour + wouH, 37 61; mwoveas, 37 14. 

TOUS : WOOM@Y, 2 43, 56. 

TUOWGUG malate 

mgdedo0g : mo0édgav, [5 2], 6 6, 373, [36, 72]; 
MO0EOO0VG, 37 49. 

MEoloTHM : meoeoTH, [37 39]. 

MLOVOED : TQOEVONIH, [37 44]. 

modvora : redvotay, [8 9]. 

Teonéun@ : meoémeupary, [37 11]. 

mgog (with accusative), [1 5, 7], 2 14, 87 [44], 


52, [65], 66. 
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MoO0GIK : TEOGIKovoay, [8 9]. 

mo0oxaké@ : mo0oxadéoaodat, [1 4]. 

moutavela - -, 3 3, 

movtaveia : movtaveias, [5 1, 2], 6 [2], 5, 10 3, 
112, 12%, [13 5], 37 [2, 8, a4, 30, 57], 60, (69, 
72]; movtavetay, 37 55, 66. 

movtavetov : wovtavel@, 37 6-7. 

novtarig : movtavers, [71], 10 3, 11 2, [12 4], 
13 5-6; movtdvewy, 7 18, 8 3; movtaveow”, 
7 8, 8 6. 


MOAHTHS : MOANTUS, 


wo 
ro 


OvdIuEe@ : OvdunGH, 18. 

oepaotos : Gefpaotod, 21. 

Geuvos : oeuvaicg, [37 26]. 

OXEAOS : OKEAOVS, 2 54. 

oxevos : oxevy, 1 4, [7]. 

Gtépavos : Gtepavov, [37 53-54, 73a]; oTEe~ave, 
[712], 85, 95, 37 20-21, 44, [51, 65, 78] Gtépavor, 
[37 52]. 

otepavea : otepav@oa, 7 12, [8 5], 95, 37 51, 
65, [77]; €oteparvadnoay, 37 20. 

OtiAn : otHAnS, 87 56, [67, 79]; OrijAe, [37 55]; 
oriAnt, [9 7, 37 67]; orHAny, [37 78]. 

OToOaTH YE : OTEaTHYOYTOS, 12 2, [138 2]. 

oTeatnyos : OTeatnydy, [37 74]; Gteatnyovs, 
[37 54]. 

OTOATIOTIKOS : OTEATIOTKOY, [37 54]. 

ovuparAwm, see Svuparro. 

Guupody : cuupoA@y, [2 77]. 

OvMuazyos : Guuuayoy, 37 64. 

ouumededgQog : Guumgdedoot, [5 3, 68, 37 4, 37, 72]. 

Ovvdoyav : Ovvdeyortas, 8 4. 

GuvtEedé@ : Gvvetédecay, [37 9]; Guvtedovnévoy, 
S 8. 

GUYTNQE@ : OvvETHONGAaY, 37 28. 

Gato : Garnet, [24 1]. 


Gatyoia : Garnoia, [37 63]. 


tauiag : tauiay toy novraveov, [7 12, 8 3]; 
tTaulay TOY CteatiatiKaY, [37 54]. 
TAMMEVO : TauEevovta, 7 6. 


tabra, 1 12. 
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Te lero d [tT], 17, 22, [29,421,532], 62,, [03]. 
téAeog : tedeiag, [7 10]. 
Té&uUEVvOS : Teuévet, [37 79]. 


Q7 


TETAQOTOS : tETdOTEl, 37 715 TETdOTYH, 37 35. 

TETOAS : TETOAdOL, 37 35. 

TAG > tyunoaytes, 10 4, 113, 125, 137. 

cise locate md. | ter. 

tosotms : togotnyv, 37 78, [194]. 

tTOmOS : tO@, [8 8]. 

Teay@dds : teay@doicg, [37 52-53]. 

TOEY : ESoauoY, 37 23. 

TQLOAOYOS, 1 12; TEMEeadezov, 1 10; TEMEdozea, 
14, [s]; tTemodeyor, 1 13. 

Toitos : teitns, [371, 34]; totroy, 74. 

TOLTTUS : ToITTVI, 2 37. 

Toomaioyv : ToOMaiov, 37 22. 


cbyn : toyet, [37 48]; cbyy, (711, 82], 101, [37 62]. 


byiea : byteia, [37 63]. 

viog : viov, 27 2. 

vITEO, 9 4, 37 60, [61]. 

vmevduvos, 1 2, 3. 

bmnoétyns : banoétny, [37 77]. 

iad (with genitive), 37 4s. 

bmoyvoauuatevs, 11 63. 

bnouévo : bréucwer, [7 13]. 

brcoomAouazos : imooniouazoy, [37 76, 199-200]. 
boteoaios : votEoaia, 1 6. 


boteoos : botéod, 37 59. 


paiva : paivyta, [8 8}. 


padoos, 27. 


pviva : pdivorvtos, 2 5. 

plhos : pitwv, 387 64. 

puotmia : ptdotmiag, [9 6], 37 65-66; piAortmuiay, 
37 15. 

pvdetng : pudérats, [9 5]. 

gunn. puaAnc, 7% i), 9 4, (104), 12, | 124, 
13 6-7]; vag, 2 35, 41, [9 4]; guar, 9 6. 

pvaopactreds : puAopaciirei, 2 53; pudAofaciiredot, 
2 40. 


pvdopactAunos : pvAofacthinay, 2 33-34, 45-46. 


YElOOTOVED 2 yewotovnvEis, 37 38. 
vEAVSG : YEAVOS, 2 55. 

yotoos, 2 24, 78; yotooy, 3 7. 
yoonyéa : yoonyoy, [16 1]. 
zoonyes, [9 3]. 

WOUG ONC VOSS Jie 

yodoua : yonova, 1 13. 
yonuatifa : yenuatioa, [37 49]. 
yoovos : yoov@, 111. 


yovoors : yovo@, 9 5, [37 51, 65]. 


pypigoua : éynpioda, [9 4]. 
wipioua, 9 6, 387 [54], 59, [66, 78]; wypiouara, 
37 [18, 39], 80. 


@UOg : Gov, 2 42. 
Oe pete palms ate: 
Moabtas, 37 12. 


---  ades, 13. 


